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APPEAL TO MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS, &c. 


The Study of Anatomy is so connected with the Healing 
Art, that it is hardly possible to over-rate its importance. 
The Medical Practitioner, or Student, who has not paid mi- 
nute attention to this department of knowledge, can never be 
qualified for the higher walks of his profession; and no Medi- 
cal School, can be in a proper state of efficiency, which does 
not furnish ample means for prosecuting this particular branch 
of science. 

But important as is the Study of Anatomy to the Medical 
Profession, the public have a still deeper, though less imme- 
diate interest in its due cultivation, along with that of every 
other branch, because the public, after all, are the chief gainers 
or sufferers by skilful or unskilful practice. 

In any country the science of Anatomy would be exceed- 
ingly valuable; but in one where things are in so artificial a 
state as here, where manufactures, mining operations, and 
the use of machinery, dangerous to life and limb, are carried 
to an unprecedented extent; a knowledge of Anatomy can 
hardly be too widely diffused. Accidents of all kinds, includ- 
ing some of the most serious and perplexing character, are 
hourly happening in obscure parts of the country, at a dis- 
tance from Hospital Surgeons; and where the ordinary coun- 
try practitioners are, of necessity, called in to do their best, 
whatever be the amount or the deficiency of their attain 
ments. 

But though the public are so deeply concerned that the 
study of Human Anatomy should be extensively prosecuted, 


the feelings of our nature are apt to revolt at the means which 
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are necessary for this end. These, which may be called in- 
stinctive feelings, are implanted in us for wise reasons; and 
are shared by all classes of society. If it be urged that there are 
‘Instances of persons in the middle and higher ranks, who get 
the better of these feelings,—prejudices as some might be dis- 
posed to call them—and calmly contemplate the case of their 
remains, after death, being submitted to the dissecting knife, 
it is to be borne in mind that this is not consented to for the 
public advantage, but with a view to the satisfaction and in- 
formation of surviving relatives; and that the examination is 
generally limited to ascertaining the cause of death, and sel- 
dom, if ever, occupies more than a few hours. The same is 
_true of those cases where, in the same classes of society, con- 
sent is given by near relatives to the opening of the body of 
some member of their family. In these cases, the body sub- 
mitted to Anatomical Examination, remains on the same pre- 
mises where it was first laid out—whoever may be the opera- 
tor, the chosen medical attendant of the deceased is uni- 
formly present; all is done in privacy, and with the strictest 
decorum, and the rites of Christian burial are in no respect 
violated, and seldom postponed more than a day or two in 
consequence. 

To dissection, consent is occasionally given, in particu- 
_lar cases, in the middle and higher classes of society; but to 
such exposure and treatment of bodies, as is usual, after 
death, in Schools of Anatomy, not one individual in 10,000 
in those walks of life, would consent, either in reference to his 
own remains after death, or those of any relative for whom 
he had ever entertained the slightest regard. 

The poorer classes of society are as unwilling as the rich 
that their remains should be entrusted to the Schools of An- 
atomy: if this had not been the case, that race of men called 
“resurrectionists,’” would never have carried on the profitable 
trade they did previously to the passing of the Anatomy Act. 
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The objection, we have said, is natural to us all; high and low, 
rich and poor. That it was the bounden duty of the Legisla- 
ture to take means to remedy the scandalous state of things, 
_ which existed before the passing of the Anatomy Act, no rea-- 
sonable man would think of denying: but what is done, should 
be done upon just and equitable principles, and the inter- 
est, feelings, and even prejudices of the poor as well as the 
rich, should be regarded. He who is clothed in purple and 
fine lmen, and fares sumptuously every day; and he who 
pines in poverty, and it may be has but rags to cover him, 
are equally entitled, in the sight of God and man, to be con- 
sidered in this matter. 

The jealousy that subsisted between the public and _ pri- 
vate Schools of Anatomy, before the passing of Mr. War- 
BURTON’S Act, had raised the price of bodies to an extravag- 
ant height; the private Schools struggling for existence, and 
the public ones aiming at monopoly, the old established rates 
were no longer any rule; and at length the cupidity of the 
purloiners of dead bodies, was so stimulated by this eagerness 
and rivalry on the part of the receivers, that the most ex- . 
travagant demands were made and acceded to. 

This state of things was highly dangerous. It was be- 
lieved to have led to murder; and undoubtedly, the tempta- 
tion had become so great, that it was likely to lead to it. 
The preamble of Mr. Warsurron’s Act affirms, that to 
supply human bodies for the purpose of Anatomical Exam- 
ination, divers great and grievous crimes had been com-~ 
mitted, and “ lately murder, for the single object of selling, 
for such purpose, the bodies of the persons so murdered.” 

The public mind became alarmed in consequence; and ad- ~ 
vantage was taken of that alarm, to bring forward the Ana- 
tomy Bill of 1832, than which a more hypocritical, partial, or 
deceptive Bill, never was concocted. 

B2 
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Disgusting and alarming as were the means by which the 

Schools of Anatomy were supplied at that time, it is a point 
not to be lost sight of, that all classes of the community had 
‘their share of the annoyance; all were liable to be reached - 
by it. But by the Bill of 1832, the upper and middle classes 
of society were protected, while the poor alone were left ex- 
posed, in the event of destitution or death, to be delivered up 
to the Anatomical Schools. 

The Bill of 1832 is drawn with consummate art. One of 
its main objects was to victimize a certain class, and it accom- 
plishes its purpose without naming that class. The intention 

of those who drew it up, was—to the utmost extent possible— 
to lay their hands upon the bodies of those, who might be driven 
by penury, disease, or accident, into our Poor-Houses, hospi- 
tals and infirmaries. But in no one of its one-and-twenty 
clauses, is there any mention made of those establishments. 

Again, the Anatomy Bill of 1832 is so cautiously worded, 
that no other terms than “ anatomical examination” are used 
to express the purpose for which the bodies are delivered 
over. The words “anatomical examination’’; are studiously 
repeated, at least, ten different times, being in themselves 
expressive of no more than what may take place inany ordi- 
nary post-mortem examination. 

There was a design in this. The object of the framers of 
the Bill was, to make the public believe, that zdentity would 
be preserved ; without which, no clauses providing for the in- 
terment of bodies, would be worth the parchment upon which 
they were written. The words “ anatomical examination” 
were used to disguise instead of express the real intention. 
The advocates of the Bill knew, that the process in Anatom- 
ical Schools is such, that what with sloughing away, and what 
with being hacked and cut to pieces, there is scarcely a soli- 
tary instance where the identity of a body could be proved 
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when the time for interment has arrived, though the richest 
inheritance might happen to depend upon the proof. 

In most cases little else remains than an assemblage of 
disconnected bones, well nigh denuded of the flesh; which, | 
having soon become one mass of corruption and putrefaction, 
has been day by day removed and put out of sight. Such is 
the ordinary havoc and waste, that what is still called “the 
body,” and is ultimately deposited in the coffin or shell, does 
not upon an average weigh more than one-fourth, and certainly 

tess than one-third, of what it did when it was first delivered 
over for “anatemical examination”. A more scandalous 
mis-use of terms, it would not be possible to conceive. 

The Bill provides “that every such body so removed as afore- 
said, for the purpose of—evamination [still keeping up 
the hypocritical pretence of mere examination], shall, before 
such removal, be placed in a decent coffin or shell, and be 
removed therein:” that this can be done at the first stage of 
the proceedings, no one doubts; but the framers of the Bill 
go on to say, that “the party removing the same, or 
causing the same to be removed as aforesaid, shall make pro- 
vision that such body, after undergoing anatomical evamina- 
tion, [again mark the words! | be decently interred.” 

The cool effrontery of the framers of the bill is, in this 
part of the clause, completely exhibited, “the body” say 
they, “after undergoing anatomical examination,” is to be 
‘decently interred.” Why, the body spoken of in the first 
part of the clause, and to which this latter part is made to 
refer, no longer exists! Thereis no such body. There may 
be a residue of disjointed dones it is true; but a heap of 
bones no more constitutes a human body, than did. Lord 
Peter’s crust of bread constitute, as he insisted it did, excel- 
lent good mutton,* 


* See Dean Swift’s “Tale of a Tub.’’ 
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The framers of the Bill, with a degree of levity and assur- 
ance, worthy of Lord Peter himself—fully aware that three- 
fourths or two-thirds of the body have been wasted, or con- 
. signed to troughs, pits, and night-carts,—require that this 
residue of disjointed bones, the identity of which is no longer 
capable of proof, though fortunes and titles were dependent up- 
on it, shall not only be “ decently interred,” but interred, they 
go on to say, in “ consecrated ground, or in some other public 
burial ground, in use for persons of that religious persuasion, 
to which the person whose body was so-removed belonged.”. 
And thus the hypocritical, and (we had almost said) atheis- 
tical framers of the Bill, make the clergy of the established 
church, and the ministers of all religious persuasions, assist in 
carrying out and completing the farce, by performing solemn 
services ; which, under the circumstances, are a mockery of 
all that is most sacred, and talk of “ committing to the dust 
the body of their dear brother or sister, who has departed 
this life’? when a trick, and nothing less, has been deliber- 
ately played off upon them; and in the coffin or shell, thus 
interred in consecrated or other burial ground, there is no 
body at all. 

Until the Legislature shall honestly interpose to put a stop 
to such fraudulent and iniquitous practices as these, the min- 
ister of religion, who has reason to suspect that he is thus 
practised upon, would be perfectly justified in ordering, before 
he begins to read the burial service, that the coffin or shell 
should be opened, and the truth ascertained, whether it con- 
tain a human body or not. We have said, he would be 
perfectly justified; and this we re-assert, without reference 
to the last words of the same clause, which require that “a 
certificate of the interment of such body,” should be given. 

But the framers of the Bill, as if to leave nothing undone 
that art and hypocrisy could suggest, to lull the public, and es- 
pecially the parties most affected by it, proposed that Inspectors 
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should be appointed to see that on the part of Parish Boards, 
Masters of Workhouses, Teachers, Students, Undertakers, 
and Clergy, every thing was done correctly. Hach Inspector 
was to have a district to superintend; and it was to be the 
duty of the Secretary of State to direct “in what manner” 
each Inspector should “transact the duties of his office.” 
Thus was assurance made doubly sure; and a system which, 
from first to last, has been one of the grossest deception, 
was made to appear to the unsuspecting public, all that could 
be desired. 

The Inspector has uniformly taken care never to be where 
his presence was most wanted, and as to “inspecting” the 
contents of a single coffin, or shell, before its last removal, for - 
the purpose of seeing that the body, about which the framers 
of the Bill affected to be so solicitous, was really there for 
interment, such an idea never once entered his head; though 
assuming (which we believe would be about the mark) that 
his salary exceeded £800 per annum, and the number of 
bodies at his disposal averaged 600, he must have been in 
the receipt of not less than £1 6s. 8d. for each and every 
body nominally interred. 

The plan of appointing “Inspectors” had not only the 
effect of deceiving the public, by giving a notion of certainty 
and security in reference to the burial clauses of the Bill, for 
which there was no real foundation; but its operation was to 
give to parties chosen by the friends, and some of them the 
actual Shareholders, of a particular School of Anatomy, the 
power of crippling and crushing all the private Anatomical 
Schools. For that purpose, we hesitate not to say, the office 
of Inspector has been used. By withholding from those es- 
tablishments their fair proportion of subjects at the beginning 
ef a season, by sending them subjects at inconvenient times 
(on the eve, for instance, of the Christmas vacation, when both 
private and public schools have their holidays), and by other 
means, most of the private schools have been closed. 
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Again the Bill says not one syllable about how the bodies 
were to be distributed, so that if the Inspector had used all his 
influence to give any one hospital a monopoly, he would not 
have acted illegally. The framers of the Bill, no doubt, had 
excellent reasons for laying down no rules for equitable dis- 
tribution—the gentlemen who had embarked in private Schools 
were soon made sensible of this. . 

The Anatomy Bill of 1832, in whatever point of view re- 
garded, was a fraud deliberately practised upon the poorer 
classes. The interposition of the Legislature, had long been 
imperatively called for; about that, their cannot be two 
opinions. But the first step should have been to appropriate, 
for the purpose of Anatomical Science, all the bodies of con- 

victed felons happening to die during the period of their in- 
- carceration. There is no reason to doubt that, under proper 
arrangements, an ample supply might have been derived from 
that source. But, supposing that had not been found to be the 
case, the Legislature might have gone one step farther, and 
have enacted that the bodies of deceased persons, unclaimed 
by any known relative or friend, and, in the regular course 
of things, chargeable to parishes or public institutions for their 
interment, should be made liable to be submitted to post-mor- 
tem examination. 

In the absence, however, of an Anti-septic Process, the 
period during which the body might have been kept uninterred 
should have been limited to seven days, and its treatment 
should have been restricted to such ordinary post-mortem 
examination, as would allow of the entire body being decently 
- sewed up and put together again, as in the case of a body 
opened and examined by consent of friends and relatives. 
And nothing should have been done that would destroy, or 
render difficult, the proof of identity. 

To talk of the decent interment, and the christian burial of 
a body, where less than this is done, is only to insult the 
memory of the dead, and to make a mockery and farce 


we 
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of institutions the most:sacred. Whatever operations beyond 
what these restrictions admit of, are desirable forthe advance- 
ment of Anatomical Science, should be performed upon the 
bodies of those who have become chargeable to the com- 
munity by their crimes, and upon whom, therefore, Society 
has a clear and undeniable claim. 

Thus far, and no farther, should the Legislature have gone 
in 1832, in the absence of an available Anti-septic Process ; 
and under the impression that it was visionary and hopeless 
to inquire for one. Whatever inconvenience might have 
arisen from such restrictions, should have been submitted 
to, and shared by the community at large, until, by equitable 
and honest means, the inconvenience could have been met 
and surmounted. 

Lastly, the Legislature should not only have prohibited 
under heavy penalties, any but a licensed person from having 
in his possession, for Anatomical uses, any dead human 
body—to which the framers of the Bill of 1832, confined 
their attention—but it should have prohibited his having any 
part of a human body for such uses. Nor should it have 
stopped there ; it should not have been content with alluding 
in the preamble of a Bill—as in the Anatomy Act of 1832— 
to the fact of the sale of human bodies, but it should have pro- 
hibited, under heavy penalties, the sale of such bodies, and parts 
of such bodies; and also (what is equivalent to the sale of 
them) the taking money for the Anatomical wse of them. 
The Act, by not prohibiting the possession of parts of bodies, 
but confining the prohibition to entire bodies, and by at- 
taching no penalty to the sale of either, still leaves the temp- 
tation to commit the most heinous of crimes. | ) 

Under the Act of 1832, the traffic in human bodies, though 
somewhat differently regulated, as explained in one of the letters 
to Sir JAMEs GRAHAM, continues to all intents and pur- 
poses ; and many a body is made to yield so enormous a pro- 
fit, that Medical Schools can well afford douceurs of various 
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kinds to the Masters of workhouses, including presents to 
persons of even a higher grade. While writing this, the fact 
has come to our knowledge, of an elegant snuff box having 
been presented by certain parties connected with a very pro- 
minent school in the metropolis, which for the present shall 
be nameless, to the resident medical officer of one of our 
largest London workhouses, as a token of gratitude, no doubt, 
for the very abundant supplies of pauper bodies, which his 
kind interference had secured to them. As regards masters 
of workhouses, although many are highly respectable men, 
who would not compromise their duties in any way, there 
are others who would. A master of a workhouse belonging 
to one of the largest metropolitan parishes allowed eight 
pauper bodies to be clandestinely removed from his keeping 
in the space of five weeks, little more than two years ago. 
At whose solicitation the master referred to was prevailed 
upon to allow this, we are not prepared to say; but certain 
it is that, on one occasion, the Inspector of Anatomy himself, 
passing over the Board of Directors of that identical parish 
—applied by letter to the then master of the Poor-House, 
stating that “the supply of Anatomical bodies continued so 
scarce, that he should feel obliged by any assistance which it 
aight be in the power of that master to afford him at the mo- 
ment.” 

A curious fact connected with this parish still remains to 
be told, namely, that while a certain favored School of An- 
atomy has been receiving its regular supply of bodies from it, 
with a charge of not more than half a crown upon each, and 
has been liable for no charges for burial; these bodies have 
been cut up into parts, and apportioned for the use of the 
Students, at the enormous profit of 1500 and 2000 per cent! 

That the Medical Schools should be liberally maintained, 
is certainly desirable; but there are other ways by which 
that might be accomplished, without descending to such base, 
sordid, and we will add, dangerous traffic as this, which may 
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lead, as it has lead, to “great and grievous crimes,” and 
even “murder” being committed; for be it observed, that 
before the competition became so excessive, the “body 
snatchers*’ had been well contented with £3 10s. and £4 a 
subject; prices which, now, are often more than realized. 

It was in December, 1835, that after two years of experi- 
ments and laborious research, the Anti-septic Process, in con- 
nexion with which the present appeal is made, was fully 
matured and brought to its perfect state. Without, in this stage 
of the argument, assuming that the Legislature was bound to 
approve of and enforce that particular process, we will only, for 
the present, say that at all events, so near an approximation was 
made, and such testimonies were at once elicited in its favour, 
that it may very fairly become a question whether it was not 
the duty of the government, as soon as it was apprised of 
what had been effected towards the attainment of so desirable 
an end, to have invited, and voluntarily held out the prospect 
of reward for, the discovery of an Anti-septic Process, appli- 
cable to anatomical uses, and at the same time “cheap, in- 
nocuous, and easy of application.” 

The Science of Anatomy could not fail to be materially 
advanced by such a process. Its pursuit would cease to be a 
dangerous and disgusting occupation. Zhe enormous waste of 
human bodies would be arrested ; and from each one, far more 
information might be derived than can be obtained at presenti 
A single body would probably answer the purpose of three or 
four; and the bodies of convicted felons would suffice to 
meet the demands of Anatomical Science, pursued far more 
extensively than it is at present. An entire stop might be 
put to the hateful system which is now directed against the 
poor and destitute, and all that immensely numerous class 
just above the poor and destitute, who, by honest industry, 
and in the sweat of their brow, earn their bread, and subsist 
upon daily, weekly, or monthly wages. The Bill of 1832 
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is directed against them, covertly, but not the less specifically, 
and exclusively. 

Under the 8th clause of the Act, making “ provision in case 
of persons directing Anatomical Examination after their 
death” (using the marginal note), about siv persons have 
so done; while the average number of bodies which the In- 
spector of Anatomy has had at his disposal annually, chiefly 
from the Metropolitan Poor-houses, and under the operation 
of the 7th clause of the Act, has been about six hundred. 
The Anatomy Act has been in force more than ten years; and 
its 7th clause has furnished six thousand bodies, while its 8th 
has supplied about half-a-dozen. The proportion therefore 
is as one to a thousand. - The thousand have been taken from 
the poorer classes ; the unit has been the quota afforded by all 
the classes above. Of those bodies of the poor it may con- 
fidently be asserted, that not one has had interment. This, to 
some, may be a startling assertion, but the fact is unquestion- 
able, that no single one, if language has any definite meaning, 
has had interment. It was said of a certain idolatrous king, 
ina Book which the framers of that Bill despised, that he 
should be buried with the burial of an ass; but the Christian 
burial which the framers of the Anatomy Bill provided for 
their innocent victims, notwithstanding their hypocritical 
pretence of providing that “every such body should be in- 
terred in consecrated ground,” &c., did not amount to that. 
They did not even secure for the remains of the poor and the 
destitute, the widow and the orphan (for many such an one 
that six thousand could not have failed to include) “the 
burial ofan ass.” 

It behoves every statesman who has his country’s interest 
at heart, to consider the inevitable consequences to which 
such policy must lead. The separation of the lower from the 
upper and middle ranks of society; the quarrel of the lower 
with all above them, hasbeen the great distinguishing feature 
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of the times. The separation has been making such alarm- 
ing progress, that unless a very great change comes over the 
spirit of Legislation, the gulf, which is widening every day, 
will soon become impassable. — 

Should the Legislature be disposed to retrace its steps, with 
regard to the Anatomy Bill of 1832, the discovery of an Anti- 
septic Process will be one of the points which must engage 
its attention; and on the supposition that no satisfactory 
mode of preventing the decomposition of human bodies has 
yet been found out, its discovery should be invited. 

Let us here endeavour dispassionately to consider what tests 
any process offered to Parliament and the country should be 
required to undergo, and with what conditions it should 
comply. 

1.—The process should be such as to deserve the approval 
of eminent Anatomists; persons of practical experience in 
the Science. | 

2.—It should be applicable to summer as well as winter 
dissection. 

3.—It should be capable of preserving human bodies in a: 
natural, moist, and fresh condition for a reasonable time. 

4.—It should be cheap, innocuous, and easy of appli- 
cation. : 

Let us next proceed to inquire how far the process, to 
which it is the object of this appeal to draw public attention, 
is capable of standing these tests. First, a jury of ten men 
shall be empanelled, who shall all have been senior teachers 
of schools. They shall “well and truly try” the case, and be 
called upon to deliver a unanimous verdict. 

That the verdict may have the greater weight, the jury 
shall include the three men who have been the most cele- 
brated and successful teachers of Anatomy in the metropolis, 
namely, Sir AstLEY Cooprr, Barr. of Guy’s Hospital ; 
Mr. J. H. Green, of St. Thomas’s Hospital; and Sir 
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BrensAMIn Bronte, of St. George’s Hospital; and the list 
of authorities shall comprise GitBERT Mackxmurpo, of St. 
Thomas’s; Branspy B. Cooper, of Guy’s; Epwarp 
STANLEY of St. Bartholomew’s; R. B. Topp, of Westmins- 
ter Hospital; Ricnarp Parrriper, of King’s College; 
R. O. GraincErR, of Webb-street School; and Freperric 
C. Sxey, of Aldersgate-street School. They have agreed upon 
their verdict, which they deliver in the following terms :— 
“We are convinced, from what we have seen, that Mr. 
Roserts’s preparation is capable of keeping, in a moist and 
inoffensive state, the flesh of animals; and we think that it 
may become, in this way, of important use to Surgeons, and 
Students of Anatomy, and that it may be made to promote 
materially, the objects of the Anatomical Bill.” 

These are the expressions they unanimously use; and they 
conclude by stating, that “ they shall be glad if any means 
can be devised, by which the discovery may be made cheaply 
available to the profession, without obliging its inventor to 
tie it up by patent right. 

This verdict was delivered in the form of a certificate, to 
which each of those Teachers of Anatomy, voluntarily, and 
upon “ conviction,” fixed his name in the month of March, 
1836. The certificate is given entire, along with other docu- 
ments, in the Appendix. 

The next witness to be called is Dr. James C. Somer- 
VILLE, at that time Inspector of Schools of Anatomy; a gen- 
tleman who, judging by his subsequent conduct in reference — 
to this matter, may be regarded as a reluctant witness.— 
“ Dr. SomERVILLE, pray what do you know of Mr. Ro- 
BERTS’s invention ??—Answer: “ Having availed myself of 
the opportunity which you (Mr. Roperrs) have afforded me, 
of examining various portions of the human body preserved 
by you, some for a period exceeding six weeks, I owe it to 
you, no less than to the Medical Profession, to bear my tes- 
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timony to the merit of the process by which such decidedly 
beneficial results have been obtained. The portion of an 
amputated leg and the arm, called for particular attention, 
inasmuch, as the internal parts did not appear to be hardened, 
and but slightly ‘discoloured, while they were perfectly free 
from any offensive smell.” 

Dr. S. having been directed by Lorp Joun Russett, 
at that time Secretary of State for the Home, Department, to 
afford the discoverer every facility for the further;experimen- 
tal proof of the efficacy of the process, concludes his letter, 
from which the above is a quotation, by saying “that he con- 
siders that the results of the experiments are already decisive 
of the invention, and trusts that the discoverer will not think it 
necessary to have recourse to any more extended means of prov- 
ing it.” Dr. SomeErvitxe, has in this stage of the inquiry one 
only point upon which he speaks with reservation. He is “ dis- 
posed to believe that the process is likely to be useful,” but to 
what extent he adds, “must wholly depend upon its cost,’ 
and the facility of its application” —perfectly reasonable, 
this reservation ; and it is quite right that the Government 
and the public should be quite satisfied upon those points. 
(Dr. SomERVILLE’S Letter dated March 10, 1836, is copied 
verbatim in the Appendix.)* 

To revert to the certificates granted by the ten eminent Tea- 
chers of Anatomy, it may possibly be urged by some objector, 
that the opinions of those gentlemen would have had additional 
weight, if they had been separately, and not conjointly given: 
as, in that case, each individual Teacher would haye used 
the language and phrases suggested by his own mind. | 

Mr. Ronerrs is fortunately, in a position to furnish the 
separate opinions of five of the eminent Teachers who signed 
the joint certificate, and is fully sensible of the high value of 
the documents from which he now proceeds to quote. (The 

* See Appendix (F): 
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whole of them are copied in the Appendix*.) These certificates 
are remarkable for introducing many important points which 
are not alluded to in the joint certificate, or if alluded to, not 
so specifically. 

One of the gentlemen who voluntarily steps forward to add 
to his first testimony is Mr. Josepu Henry GREEN ; a host 
in himself. His high position in the profession, the success 
that has attended him as a practitioner, his independence 
of character, his unimpeachable integrity of purpose, and the 
caution and wariness of all his movements as an operator, 
render his opinion of singular value. There are men who 
may do indiscreet acts, but Mr. GREEN is not liable to get into 
scrapes of that kind, and to have, as other men may have had, 
to eat their own words. Sir James GRAHAM, in a speech 
to which we shall presently have to refer, mentioning three 
men, of whom Mr. GREEN is one, pronounced this high eu- 
logium upon them, that “three more eminent and competent 
judges of the. matter could scarcely have been found.” Hay- 
ing noted thus much with respect to Mr. GREEN, we pro- 
ceed to extract from his own separate certificate, in his own 
hand writing. Itis dated March 22, 1836. 

Mr. GREEN begins by saying that he cannot doubt that the 
general use of Mr. Ropert’s Anti-septic Process would render 
the number of subjects available for the purposes of dissection 
and the regularity of the supply by far greater than it was 
at that time: “ since” he adds, “without the means of pre- 
servation in a state fitted for Anatomical purposes, which your 
plan alone offers, many subjects. must be completely lost and 
wasted !? Mr. GREEN concludes by saying that, for the above 
reasons, he regards Mr. Roxserrs’s process, if it could be 
carried on at a moderate expense,t as a most valuable aid to 


* See Appendix H. 
+ The cost of the process would be under ten shillings for each body. 
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the operation of the Anatomy Act; and by testifying that the 
parts preserved appeared to him in as perfect a condition for 
dissection as in the recent state. 

Such was the deliberate opinion of Mr. Josepnh Henry 
GREEN, in March, 1836, expressed in his own words. To 
another letter from the same most eminent and upright man, 
written more than two years subsequently, it would be incon- 
venient to allude in this stage of the Appeal, farther than to 
say, that it gives satisfactory proof that his first opinion had 
undergone no alteration. 

The next witness among the original ten, who subsequently 
favored the discoverer with his deliberate opinion, in his 
own hand writing (the letter will be found entire in the 
Appendix ;* and bears date March 22, 1836), is Mr. Frep- 
ERIC C. Sxey, Teacher of Anatomy in Aldersgate-street 
School. He states, that “any mode by which the progress 
of decomposition can be arrested, must necessarily be advan- 
tageous to the Student,” for two reasons: 

First, “ Because it enables him to pursue his subjects with 
greater care and deliberation, and to revise the occupation of 
previous days’ dissection:” and Secondly, “ Because it would 
afford the means of summer dissection.” 

In conclusion, he thinks the discovery “ calculated to confer 
great advantage on the Students of Anatomy in every coun- 
try,” and considers that the expense of its application, per 
subject, ought not to exceed the sum of ten or twelve shillings. 
Mr. Ropers has another certificate from the same Teacher 
of Anatomy, dated May 1836,+ in which he states that the 
discoverer’s plan had proved highly successful; that it had 
accomplished the desired end without producing hardness 
or dryness, and that the invention might be advantageously 
applied, in aid of the difficulties that at present attend the 
Study of Anatomy in this country. 

* See Appendix (1.) 
+ See Appendix (J.) C 
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The third gentleman, who, after signing the Joint Certifi- 
cate, favored the discoverer with his written opinion, is Mr. 
RicHArD PARTRIDGE, Professor of Anatomy at King’s Col- 
lege. (The letter itself, dated March 19, 1836, can be re- 
ferred to in the Appendix.)* : 

He begins by stating the important fact, to which attention 
is here most earnestly requested (for it has a very important 
bearing upon an Anti-septic Process), that “the Schools are 
not at present supplied with above one-half of the bodies re- 
quired for dissection during the winter.’ And, as the deficiency 
is particularly felt, he says, at the beginning of the session, 
he thinks the Anti-septic in question “would be valuable in 
preserving such unclaimed bodies as might be given up by 
the parishes during the two preceding months of August and 
September.” By this plan, he remarks, “there would be 
something at least, for Students to work on,” and as the 
burial of the bodies would only be delayed a little longer, he 
cannot see any objection to it. 

Mr. GREEN, we have shown, refers to the advantages which 
Mr. Rosperts’s plan “ alone offers.’ Mr. PARTRIDGE makes 
an equally pointed allusion to this fact, entering rather more 
into detail—he thus enlarges: “ffdm what I have seen of the 
effect of your Anti-septic, I can declare that it possesses se- 
veral advantages over others, which, at different times, have 
been tried. It does not evaporate like spirit, but preserves 
the parts in their natural moist condition and appearance ; it 
does not spoil instruments, or unnaturally harden the flesh, 
like oxy-muriate of mercury, salt, nitre, alum,” &c. 

Mr. Parrripesr concludes by stating that the preparation 
In question would contribute in an important degree to THE 
HEALTH OF THE STUDENTS; adding, that to be generally 
useful in Anatomical Schools, the expense of preserving each 
body should not exceed ¢en shillings. 

* See Appendix (G.) 
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In the summer of 1836, Mr. Roserts entered upon a 
series of experiments, at Guy’s Hospital, a circumstantial ac- 
count of which he has given in a letter addressed to Sir JAMES 
Graunam, which bears date the 25th of October. To that 
letter Mr. Roserts willhave occasion to advert in this 
Appeal. The unhandsome treatment he experienced from 
Mr. Harrison, and some of his underlings, in the course 
of those experiments (all fully set forth in that letter), led to 
Mr. R.’s obtaining, as a matter of prudence and precaution, 
three additional certificates, all having special reference to 
those experiments commenced in July, and which did not 
terminate until the beginning of October in that year. Itis 
here necessary to refer to those certificates (though com- 
mented upon in the letters to Sir JAMES GRAHAM), In order 
to show, in a connected view, the testimony of eminent 
Anatomists in favor of the discovery, and the extent to which 
that testimony, from sources far above suspicion, has gone. 

The first of these three certificates in order of time, is one 
dated August 25, 1836, and signed by Mr. G. Mackmurpo;* 
he having also signed the joint certificate in March of that 
same year. Mr. Macxmurpo begins by saying, that he has 
very carefully examined some bodies which had been preserved 
for different lengths of time by means of the anti-septic fluid 
in question ; the reference is to the bodies which Mr. Roperts 
was, at that time, publicly exhibiting at Guy’s. On no other 
entire human bodies did Mr. Rosrerts ever experiment ; his 
earlier experiments had been confined to parts of bodies. 
Mr. Macxmurpo, at Mr. Rosperrs’s request, had come to 
Guy’s, and seen for himself the result of the process, and his 
observations had been made within a day or two of the date 
of the certificate. He goes on to say, “I most willingly 
express my opinion, that it (the anti-septic fluid) is very likely 
to prove a valuable acquisition to all Medical Schools.” 


* See Appendix (L.) C2 
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Mr. Mackmurpo then proceeds in this certificate to show, 
that he had paid very minute attention to the matter of which 
heaffirms. He says, “there was one body with which I was 
much pleased,—viz. one which had been injected one month after 
you had it in your possession. THE INJECTION HAD RUN 
WELL, and the parts which were dissected looked very 
FRESH, and exhibited all the characters of the several tissues. 
I likewise examined a limb, in which the Jarge and deep seated 
muscles had been dissected, and they possessed the colour 
and freshness of a body very recently dead. Under these 
circumstances I hope you will meet with that encouragement 
to which your exertions have fully entitled you.” 

Mr.R. has also another certificate from the same highly emi- 
nent and honourable man, dated September 24, 1836, being 
‘one month later. During that month Mr. Macxmurpo had 
made further observations upon Mr. Rosperrts’s experiments 
at Guy’s ; having again been an eye-witness of them on two 
or three occasions during that period. Mr. Mackmurpo 
begins his second certificate by stating, that on several oc- 
casions, he had examined bodies—(again attention is requested 
to the fact, that these must have been the bodies at Guy’s)— 
which had been preserved by Mr. RoseErts’s anti-septic fluid 
for various periods of time: and that he most willingly bore 
his testimony in favor of the discovery. 

The testimony which Mr. Macxmurpo then proceeds to 
give, is even more important than his first statement. It is. 
hardly possible to find expressions more definite and con- 
clusive than those he now makes use of: “ I have dissected,” he 
says, “ portions of bodies preserved in this manner for months 
previous to my visits. I found them free from the usual of- 
Jensive smell ; the structures were preserved in their integrity, 
and the DEEP SEATED MUSCLES, &c., exhibited the color and 
firmness, peculiar to the flesh of bodies recently dead. The 
‘skin, vessels, and nerves, as well as the internal viscera, excited 
my surprise by the natural and fresh appearance.” He con- 
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cludes by referring to other advantages; for which, see the 
entire copy in the Appendix.* 

The last of these three certificates obtained during, and in 
consequence of, Mr. Roserrs’s experiments at Guy’s, is 
dated August 23, 1836, and is signed by Dr. R. B. Topp, 
Professor of Physiology and Morbid Anatomy at King’s 
College. This gentleman had seen sundry experiments at 
Mr. RoseErts’s own residence, and also those at Guy’s Hos- 
pital. This certificate, also, is given entire in the Appendix.t 
He states, “that he has had various opportunities of forming 
an opinion of the fluid, and that he believes it to be a most 
valuable acquisition to the Anatomist.” 

The next testimony is that of the late Dr. Birxseck. 
In a letter dated October 4, 1836,¢ and addressed to Lorp 
Joun Russeuxi, Dr. BirKBeck states, “that he has re- 
peatedly seen the results of the process, and considers it 
‘perfect.?” He thus concludes: “It is agreed by every 
Anatomist who has spoken of it, thatit is most excellent and 
most valuable; I cannot therefore consider a more fitting 
opportunity for the exercise of liberality towards an inventor, 
by such an administration as that which, happily for the 
country, now exists.” 

With the late Dr. Birkspecx, Mr. Roserrs had many 
subsequent interviews. In them the Doctor expressed freely, 
and without reserve, his regret at the difficulties Mr. RopEerts 
had to encounter, while Lornp Mr.sBourne was at the head 
of affairs; and uniformly attributed them to Mr. Warsur- 
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+ See Appendix (K), 
t{ See Appendix (N). 
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The last medical document to which Mr. Roserrs has to 
solicit public attention, is a letter addressed to him by Mr. 
JosepH Henry Green, dated May 28, 1838.* This docu- 
ment is one to which Mr. R. has already made a slight al- 
lusion. Itis brief, but every line is expressive of a generous 
and sincere regret. Mr. Green begins by stating “that he 
encloses a letter to Str Ropert Ineuis, that Mr. Roperts 
may state his case to him.” 


He then proceeds as follows: “What to recommend, 
under the present difficulty in which you are involved, I do 
not see other than the one you have adopted, of bringing 
your case before the Parliament, by means of some influ- 
ential member. I fear, however, that under the present cir- 
cumstances, you will have the opposition of those, without 
whom your application will nog be successful.” 

In this frank and considerate manner, did this high-minded 
man convey his feelings respecting the treatment which Mr. 
Roserts had met with; thus delicately did he allude to the 
opposition which had arisen since he had formed his favor- 
able opinion of the process. To that opinion, it is clear he 
stands. 

Having now shown the extent to which the Medical testi- 
mony goes, we come to the Non-Medical. In another stage 
of this Appeal, we said that the conditions with which an 
Anti-septic Process, to be extensively useful, should com- 
ply, should be the following: that it should be “ cheap, in- 
nocuous, and easy of application.” To all other points, the 
medical certificates have spoken in the most explicit terms. 
Its innocuous and inoffensive character had also been fully 
established.t The only questions, therefore, still left open, 
were, first, whether the process was cheap; and secondly, 
whether it was easy of application. 3 


* See Appendix (O). 
+ Printed with the votes, June 29, 1842: 
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The long connexion that Mr. Warsurron has had with 
this question, has been so fully explained in the last petition 
which Mr. Roserts presented to Parliament,* and especially 
in the letter to Sir James Granam, of the 25th Oct. 1842, 
that the only reason for introducing his name here, is to show 
by his testimony—to whom, as to the confidential agent of 
the government, Mr. Roperrts had confided his secret—that 
every satisfaction was afforded on that head. 

Mr. Warsurton had required to be convinced, that the 
materials used in the process were “ cheap, innocuous, and 
easy of application.” Early in 1838, that gentleman having 
conducted some experiments himself, and used the Anti- 
septic material, the secret of which had been confided to him, 
made his report to Mr. Ricz, then Chancellor of the Ex- 
cheur, expressing his decided conviction, that Mr. Roperts’s 
invention was fully entitled to the praise of both efficiency and 
cheapness. Of that report Mr. Ropers is unable to produce 
a copy; but he can produce a letter from Sir GrorGeE Srn- 
CLAIR, at that time upon intimate terms with Mr. WAarBuR- 
TON, dated April 27, 1838, in which Srr GrorGE says :— 
“Mr. WARBURTON HAS EXPRESSED TO ME HIS DECIDED 
CONVICTION, THAT YOUR INVENTION IS FULLY ENTITLED 
TO THE PRAISE OF CHEAPNESS AND EFFICACY.” And in 
another letter, which Mr. Rosperts is able to produce, dated 
May 14, 1838, Sir Gro. Srncuarr says, “ that Mr. War- 
BURTON and himself might, if a committee were appointed, 
both be summoned as witnesses ‘ TO ATTEST THE SIMPLIC= 
ITY AND EFFICACY OF YOUR PLAN?” 

The testimony in favor of this Anti-septic Process is now as 
complete as it is possible to make it, and nothing has been 
left undone by Mr. Roserrs, that could reasonably be re- 
quired, to establish his claim to public consideration. 

Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
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ment fully admitted in his speech on the 7th of July last,* 
that if Mr. Roperrs had made such a discovery as he had 
described, he would be entitled to reward. 

The question then arises, “Why is reward withheld?” We 
use the term “ reward,” because it has already been used by 
other parties; but the real question after all is, Why is that 
understanding not binding upon Her Majesty’s government, 
which, between ordinary parties, would have been regarded 
in the light of a special contract ? 

Before we answer this question, it is necessary to advert to 
the Medical Certificates which were given to Mr. Ropzrts in 
the months of March, May, August, and September, 1836. 
The object in thus appealing to them, is to show the state in 
which the Anatomical Schools then were, in respect of the 
supply of subjects for dissection. Mr. Green, we have seen 
in his certificate dated March 22, 1836, had alluded to the 
scantiness, and also to the irregularity of the supply, stating 
that from the want of the means of preservation, many sub- 
jects were completely lost and wasted. 

Mr. Sxey had laid stress upon the advantages of summer 
in addition to winter dissection. 

Mr. Partripes, we have seen, had stated that the Schools 
of Anatomy had not above one-half the supply of bodies that 
was desirable; and had even pointed out the advantages of 
the process, suggesting that the unclaimed bodies of persons 
dying in the months of August and September, might, by its 
assistance, be made available for the session commencing in 
October. It is thus established by means of these certificates, 
that the Schools at that time were most inadequately sup- 
plied; and it was also apparent, that Mr. Roperts’s fluid 
would completely remedy the evil. 

The Inspector of Anatomy—was he aware of the defici- 


* See the Report printed with this Appeal. 
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ency in the supply? He was, and he was also (see his letter 
dated March 10, 1836,) thoroughly convinced that the expe- 
riments Mr. Roperts had then made, were “ decisive of the 
invention” —we use his own words. 

On the 19th of September, 1836, the Inspector put forth a 
Circular, the great object of which was, to obtain for the 
Schools of Anatomy an increased supply. In that document 
he states, that the number of bodies received for Anatomical 
Examination in London, during the session 1835-6, had 
amounted to about 600; and in the same document he had 
adverted to “ increasing demand.’ What the deficiency had 
been, Mr. Parrriver has told us. That gentleman, him- 
self a Professor of Anatomy in one of the principal Medical 
Schools, had calculated, just six months before, that double 
the supply was wanted, unless an Anti-septic Process were 
introduced. The Inspector and the Schools, therefore, 
wanted 1,200 bodies, when they had but 600—if they deter- 
mined to adhere to the old system, a system by pursuing 
which, “ many bodies,” they perfectly well knew, must ne- 
cessarily be “ completely lost and wasted.” 

The adoption of an Anti-septic Process would have made 
every dead body as useful as three or four now are: five 
hundred would have gone as far as fifteen hundred or two 
thousand. But, as Mr.Sxery remarks in one of his certifi- 
cates—and as the very term anti-septic implies—its introduc- 
tion would have afforded the means of summer dissection, 
which might have affected the emoluments of the schools, 
emoluments now derived from winter courses only. One of 
two results would have followed the adoption of the process : 
the existing Anatomical Schools must have had summer as 
well as winter courses, and thus the Teachers would have had 
more labour to perform, or rival schools would have arisen 
which would have thrown their doors open to summer 
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pupils.* The private interests of the Teachers, and the in- 
terests of the public and of science, were thus at variance. 
Whether any alarm was felt respecting the advantages which 
might result to provincial schools, we are not prepared to 
say; but Mr. Warsurtown’s letter of April 9, 1838,+ suffici- 
ently fixes certain of the London Teachers of Anatomy as ex- 
erting themselves to keep down Mr. Roperts’s discovery on 
account of the facility it would afford for swmmer teaching. 

The Inspector, in his Circular dated September 19, 1836, 
appears at his wits’ end for means by which to give the 
Schools an increased supply, but writes as if he had never 
heard of an Anti-septic Process in his life; though he had 
voluntarily, and uncalled upon, committed himselft to a deci- 
sive opinion in favor of Mr. RoBERTs’s process six months be- _ 
fore. In his Circular of Sep. 19,$ he expresses his confident 
opinion, that were some of the Teachers to unite their exer- 
tions with his, a very increased supply of bodies would be ob- 
tained. For this purpose he proposes a Conference, and know- 
ing, as he could not fail to do, that complaints had been made 
of unequal distribution, in that Circular he professes to be 
most solicitous that the just claims of each one of the schools 
should be met. And the Inspector concludes by inviting 
suggestions, which he promises to submit. to the Secretary of 
State. 

This circular is remarkable :-— 


* Mr, Rozerts is desirous of introducing here a very important remark 
which Mr. J. H. Green once made to him in the course of conversation ; 
namely, that touch and light were two very essential points in prosecuting 
Anatomical Examinations, and that they would be greatly facilitated by 
having the means of summer dissection. 

+ See Appendix (D). 
t See Appendix (F). 
§ See Appendix (A). 
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1.—For the confession it makes of the difficulties which had 

, been experienced in working the Anatomy Act. 

2.—For the total silence preserved in it, respecting an Anti- 
septic Process, which would have instantly removed 
those difficulties. 

3.—It is remarkable as calling for united efforts to increase 
the supply. 

It is further remarkable :— 

4.—For its proposal of a conference among the Teachers, 
_ hardly any two of whom, previous to that time, if 
they were of rival schools, could be got to meet each 
other; such, at least, had been Mr. Roperts’s ex- 
perience. 

The conference it would appear was held, and Dr. Somrr- 
VILLE succeeded, in October 1836, in forming a Committee 
of Anatomical Teachers, the professed object of which was to 
bring the personal exertions and influence of the London 
Teachers of Anatomy, to bear upon the different metropolitan 
parishes, for the purpose of getting larger supplies of pauper 
remains. We have said its professed object, for no sooner 
did they assemble, than they endeavoured to undo the ef- 
fect of their own deliberate acts, in reference to the Anti- 
septic Process. Mr. Ropers here desires to say, once for 
all, that he has no wish or intention to imply, that every gen- 
tleman who joined that Committee had necessarily other ob- 
jects besides those which it professed. But, that very influ- 
ential parties connected with that Committee, namely, Dr. 
SoMERVILLE, its originator; Mr. STan ey, its first Chair- 
man; Mr. PartTripGe, its first Secretary and Treasurer} 
and Mr. Quan, one of its earliest Members, intended, by 
means of that Association, to suppress Mr. Roperts’s dis- 
covery, was immediately apparent. Be it observed, that the 
Committee chose the very worst possible time to form an 
Association for the purpose of getting an increased supply of 
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bodies (an additional six hundred per annum, according to the 
showing of Mr. Partrip@s, if they got what they wanted), 
when, during the spring, summer, and part of the autumn of 
that very year, they had seen, handled, and dissected (some 
of them over and over again), Mr. Roperts’s preparations, 
and had given certificates stating in substance—and Mr. 
JosepH Henry GREEN (a gentleman, by the way, who never 
was a member of that Committee), distinctly in words—“ that 
many subjects must be completely lost and wasted without the 
means of preservation in a_ state fitted for Anatomical 
purposes.” 

All that Mr. Ropers has to say at present of the Inspec- 
tor of Anatomy is, that he had a very close connexion and 
acquaintance with Mr. Warsurron, and that he is a relative 
of Mr. Harrison. Whether the Inspector of Anatomy, 
though the ostensible mover, was the mainspring of this 
movement, or whether he was only the agent and tool of 
others, is a matter of no great importance. Should it, how- 
ever, be asked, what motive could he, in his position of In- 
pector of Schools of Anatomy, have, to form, or lend himself 
to a combination, one of whose objects was to keep down an 
important discovery, Mr. Roserrs has only to add, that he 
cannot doubt that the Inspector adopted the course which 
he deemed most conducive to the interests of Mr. War- 
BURTON, and the School with which Mr. W. was connected. 

Mr. Rozerts deeply regrets to have had to name Mr. 
PARTRIDGE, not only as the Secretary of the Anatomical 
Committee, but as having acted a conspicuous part against 
his (Mr. R.’s) claims, as soon as that Committee was formed. 
About the middle of October, 1836, it assembled at Mr. 
PARTRIDGE’S house, and there and then came to a determina- 
tion to decline a proposal which Mr. Rozserrs had made, 
that each Student of Anatomy should pay 10s. per annum 
for the use of the Anti-septic Process. Mr. Roperts was 
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to have taken out a patent, and then to have granted licenses 
to the several Schools of Anatomy; the Teachers undertaking 
to pay ten shillings per annum for each pupil entered at their 
Schools, so long as he remained a Pupil. The Teachers could 
have covered themselves by a trifling addition to their fees. 
By taking out a patent, Mr. Roperts would have had a check 
upon unlicensed Schools. 

This plan would have had the advantage, by an easy mode, 
perfectly simple in its operation, and burdensome to no one, 
of repaying Mr. Roperrs for his valuable discovery; and 
preventing an application to the government for a money 
grant. Simple, however, and reasonable as it was, Mr. Par- 
TRIDGE stated in his official reply to the proposal, that. it 
appeared to the Committee to be “impracticable; and besides, 
too expensive.” Here was evidence, Mr. Roperts does not 
hesitate to assert, that the gentlemen who formed the Com-_ 
mittee on that occasion ‘and who, Mr. ParTripGE says, 
unanimously came to the resolution to reject Mr. R.’s offer), 
had predetermined to resist the application of his discovery. 

Having rejected this specific proposal, the Committee, by 
their organ Mr. PartripGe, make an indefinite proposal of 
their own, in the following words :—* the Committee propose, 
instead, that the utility of Mr. Roperts’s process should be 
carefully investigated by a Committee, to consist of Dr. Birx- 
BECK, Dr. SOMERVILLE, and the members of the Committee 
of Teachers, viz.—Mr. Grarincer, Mr. Lang, Mr. Quatn, 
and Mr. Partrriper. Should the results prove satisfactory, 
the Committee of Teachers pledge themselves, in the name 
of the Schools of Anatomy [observe the extent of the pledge, 
as showing how far the combination had reached], to recom- 
mend Mr. Roserts’s Anti-septic to the government, as 
deserving encouragement and reward. And, in the event of 
that recommendation not receiving the attention of the Se- 
cretary of State, the Committee engage to use their best ex- 
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ertions with the Teachers, to bring Mr. Roperts’s liquid 
into general use.” 

The document from which the above extraordinary pro- 
posal is extracted, is in the hand writing, as already intimated, 
of Mr. Partrripee of King’s College. Mr. Rosperts had 
devoted two years of his life to the perfecting of his disco- 
very; and having perfected it, he had devoted nine months 
more to establish his claims with the profession and the 
public. In addition to a series of minor experiments, which 
the Medical Teachers had witnessed and pronounced a deci- 
sive opinion upon, Mr. Roserrs had, during the months 
of July, August and September, and the early part of Octo- 
ber—not in an obscure corner, but within the walls of the 
first Medical School in Great Britain—conducted a series of 
experiments on entire bodies, inviting the Medical Teachers 
to make the most elaborate and minute investigations they 
thought proper. The bodies (some of them during three 
months) were exhibited there, and, during certain hours of every 
day (generally from ten to four) whoever thought fit to come, 
might make what dissections he pleased. The room was open 
to all parties who presented themselves. There was not a 
Teacher in London of any eminence whatever, who was not 
aware of the experiments at Guy’s, and the purpose for which 
they were made; and there was scarcely one to whom Mr. 
Roserts did not apply personally, inviting and soliciting 
him to examine for himself. Mr. SranuEy was invited, and 
did not come. Mr. Branspy Cooper came, and said the ’ 
preparations were “ beautiful.’({Mr. Rosperrs, not,anticipat- 
ing the treatment he was destined to receive, unfortu- 
nately kept no book for visitors to record their names). 
Mr. QuAIN came, bringing a friend with him, and expressed 
himself perfectly satisfied. Mr. PArrripGE came, bringing 
a friend with him, and expressed himself perfectly satisfied. 
Mr. Mackmurpo came, and his two certificates, written in 
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consequence,* have been referred to. Mr. Sxny, being in- 
vited, declined to come on the ground that he was already per- 
fectly satisfied. The late Str A. Cooper was specially invited, 
when passing near the room; but having some strangers with 
him, excused himself. Mr. Tuson, the principal Teacher of 
Anatomy at Middlesex Hospital, was twice solicited to come ; 
but excused himself on account of engagements. Sir Ben- 
JAMIN BrRopIe was invited more than once. These invita- 
tions, be it remembered, were not to see and examine parts 
of bodies, but entire bodies, and this not at any private resi- 
dence, but WITHIN THE WALLS OF GUY’S HOS- 
PITAL. In these, and previous exhibitions, and pacings to 
and fro, nine months of valuable time had been expended, 
Now let us look back, to the proposal of the Anatomical 
Committee, through their organ, Mr. Secretary PARTRIDGE. 
But first, a word or two with that gentleman, requesting the 
reader to have the kindness, before we proceed, to refresh his 
memory, by turning to the Joint Certificate,t to which Mr, 
PARTRIDGE is a party, and to the separate certificate which 
he afterwards gave.{ And now for the particular occurrence 
to which Mr. Secretary PARTRIDGE’s attention is solicited. 
In consequence of an observation which dropt from that 
gentleman one day, when he did Mr. Roserrs the honor to 
~ to call upon him at his house, namely, that he (Mr. P.) was 
desirous of being convinced that animal substances preserved 
by the process in question, did not require constant attention; 
an arrangement was made that Mr. Roserrs should send an 
amputated limb, and various parts of viscera, to King’s Col- 
lege, there to remain, sealed up in a box, for ten days. This 
was done, and at the end of that time, Mr. ParrripGe and 
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four or five other gentlemen opened the box, in the dis- 
secting room of King’s College, (in Mr. R.’s presence,) and 
acknowledged that the specimens were in the best possible 
condition. As we have stated, Mr. PARTRIDGE (afterwards) 
visited Guy’s Hospital, and expressed himself perfectly satis- 
fied with what he there saw: that being an exhibition of 
entire bodies. 

It is difficult to conceive how, under such circumstances— 
knowing all he did—Mr. PartTripGe, or any gentleman so 
situated, could be the organ of such a proposal. Mr. Par- 
TRIDGE was, however, and the discoverer of the process is 
truly grateful for the document which Mr. P. has thus sup- 
plied ; for when dates are examined, they show beyond all con- 
tradiction, that the pretence set up by Mr. Harrison and 
“Mr. STanuey, and re-echoed by Sir Bensamin Bropig, 
has no foundation upon which to rest. Can any man who 
reads that proposal, and sees that the Committee are there 
ready to pledge themselves for al/the Anatomical Schools of 
London (for they make no exception), believe that the expe- 
riments just concluded at Guy’s (the principal ones), could 
be impeached? Is it not clear, that at that moment, when 
the facts were recent, no one dared to-asperse the process, or 
openly assert, that in any one particular it had failed? 

Farther than this, when Mr. Roserts in reply challenged 
them, (by letter, on the 24th of October, 1836,) to produce, 
in writing, some tangible charge of failure, if they had any 
such to allege; and again (on the 26th of the same month) 
distinctly repeated his challenge, demanding an open investi- 
gation, and a regular and strict inquiry into the past, if they 
had any thing to bring forward; they never from that time 
to this, have taken the slightest notice of either of those 
challenges! What is the inevitable conclusion ?—certainly 
this; that they had nothing whatever to allege. 
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But the Committee, as if all the past was to go for nothing, 
and in spite of the accumulation of evidence, proposed a 
fresh series of experiments, suggesting five umpires; with 
the certainty that the first upon the list (Dr. BrrkBecx) could 
not attend in consequence of his professional and other avo- 
cations; and with the knowledge that Dr. SomeRvILLE was, 
for certain reasons, diametrically opposed to Mr. Roperts’s 
claims, after being convinced that they were clearly established; 
for if he had not been so opposed, he never would have issued 
the circular he did, inviting a conference with a view to an 
increased supply of bodies, when the Anti-septic process pre- 
sented a remedy for all the difficulties upon which he laid 
stress, when he called upon them to unite ¢heir exertions to 
his. 

But monstrous as was the proposition, did Mr. Ropers 
decline it? No—he told the Committee by a letter dated Oc- 
tober 25th, 1836, that he was ready to enter upon a fresh 
series of experiments, with this one proviso, namely, that he 
should be remunerated for his time. 

All that Mr. Roperts had hitherto done had been at his 
own expence, including the sacrifice of two years and nine 
months of his time. 

This condition, if it had been acceded to, might probably 
have cost the Teachers of Anatomy, £5 a-piece; and upon 
that proposition they broke off the negociation. As it is 
quite possible that mis-representation may hereafter arise out 
of these transactions, it has been thought advisable to go into 
a statement of these particulars. Mr. PARTRIDGE’s com- 
munication of the 20th of October, 1836, is printed at length 
in the Appendix, and a more valuable document, whatever 
might have been the motive that gave rise to it, can hardly 
be conceived. It is one which Mr. Harrison can never get 
over, if he were to live to the age of Methuselah. 

Mr. Roserts cannot leave this subject of the conduct of 
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the Anatomical Committee without saying a word or two 
to Mr. Stanurty. “You, Mr. STANLEY, were the first 
chairman of the Anatomical Committee ; its chairman when 
that committee held correspondence with the discoverer of 
the Anti-septic process. That committee made three written 
communications, the first (which is printed in the Appendix 
to this Appeal) is dated, October 20th, 1836, the second is 
dated October 25th, and the third is dated November 21st, 
all in that year. In the beginning of that October Mr. Ro- 
BERTS had concluded his public experiments at Guy’s Hos- 
pital, they being the last he ever made. The committee in that 
correspondence never insinuated, or hinted at, an instance 
of even partial failure in any one of the preparations, though 
twice challenged to do so, if in the power of any member of 
the association. 

Now, then, Mr. Sranutey! explain to the world, how it 
was that, after all the experiments had been completed, and 
the last and most important preparations had been exhibited 
during the months of July, August, and September in that 
year (1836), the Anatomical Committee, and you its chairman, 
in the months of October and November, of that same year, 
had not a syllable of fault to allege, and yet, that six years 
after, with nothing fresh by any possibility to rest upon, you 
have told Sir Bensamin 'Bropte, that “ the whole experi- 
ment was a complete failure.” Account for that, Mr. STan- 
LEY ; justify that conduct, if you can, or stand convicted in 
the face of the honorable profession to which you belong, and 
the world, of having acted a part which no honourable man 
would have acted. 

To Sir BensAmIn BropieE, who has lent himself to do a 
great wrong, Mr. Rosperrs, at present, makes no appeal. 
If he zs the high minded man Sir James Granam_has de- 
scribed him to be, he will, now that the facts of the case. are 
before the public, hasten, of his own accord, to repair the 
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wrong. If there is a spark of honor in his breast, he will 
do it. 

Str James Graunam, as is evident from his speech, has 
trusted to testimony given by Mr. Harrison, Mr. STAN- 
Ley, and Sir BENJAMIN Bropre.* The mischief Sir JAMES 
has done, he also can repair. The effect of his speech, for the 
time, upon Mr. Harpy, was to paralyze that gentleman. 
«He (Mr. Harpy) was not aware that the facts detailed in 
the petition . . . had been the subject of previous con- 
sideration, or he would not have urged them again upon the 
notice of the House and the Government.” Such was the effect 
of statements, confidently made by the Secretary of State, but 
which had not the shadow of a foundation in truth. 

We are now in a position to return to the question “ Why 
is that understanding not binding upon Her Majesty’s Go- 
.vernment, which, between ordinary parties, would have been 
regarded in the light of a special contract ?” 
~ The answer is, that several of the senior teachers of Ana- 
tomy in London, have imagined that their individual interests 
would be affected by the introduction of an Anti-septic pro- 
cess. Its very completeness has but increased their apprehen- 
sions that it might lessen their profits: they have accordingly 
done all in their power to disparage the invention; some of 
them contradicting their deliberately recorded opinions. In 
that predicament they stand. They have had access to minis- 
ters of state, and have maligned the invention; or have set on 
such dependents as BRoWELL, the House Steward of Guy’s, to 
assert what they had not the courage to allege themselves. 

Mr. RoseErts 1s perfectly aware of some of the proceedings 
of two young men named Cock and H1tron, who happen to 
be demonstrators at Guy’s Hospital, in this matter. These 
aspirants to hospital practice and promotion (prompted no 
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doubt by older heads), have made themselves busy in pri- 
vately disparaging Mr. Roperts’s discovery. Mr. R. believes 
he makes no mistake when he says, that a Mr. Cock addressed 
a letter to the Bisuop of ExrrER, somewhere about the time 
that Mr. BrowrEu., the House Steward of Guy’s Hospital, 
sought notoriety ina similar way; and that that letter was in- 
dorsed by Mr. Aston Kury, who gave Mr. Cock a character, 
as Sir AstLEY Coorer, on a similar occasion, had done in the 
case of Mr. Davis, the dissecting porter of Guy’s. Mr. Ro- 
BERTS also believes that he makes no mistake when he says, 
that calling one day on Lorp Broveuaw, he (Mr. R.) nearly 
trod upon the heels of a Mr. Hirron. Lorp BrovuGHam 
had at that time presented a petition for Mr. Roperts to 
the House of Lords, of which circumstance the Treasurer of 
Guy’s Hospital was no doubt aware. Mr. R. takes this op- 
portunity of thanking Lorp Brovenam for his plain out-. 
speaking upon the occasion of his presenting a second petition 
for him, when he turned to Lornp MELBOURNE, and told him 
that if he did not bring this matter to a satisfactory termination, 
he “would put it in such a position that his Lordship could not 
resist it.” . 

The circumstances are rather remarkable, that Mr. Cock, 
a Student of Anatomy, should have a communication to make 
to a Reverend Prelate; and that Mr. Hruron should have 
travelled so far westward as Grafton-street. In Mr. Ro- 
BERTS’s letter addressed to Sir James GRAHAM on the 
25th of October, 1842, he had occasion to go into some de- 
tails of occurrences at Guy’s Hospital, inthe months of July, 
August, and September, 1836. In that narrative two young 
men are mentioned as acting rather a conspicuous part, and 
so attracting Mr. R’s. attention, during the time he was ex- 
hibiting his preparations at Guy’s, that as a matter of pre- 
caution, he got Mr. Macxmurpo and Dr. Topp to pay 
very particular attention to the state of his preparations ex- 
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hibited there during the months above enumerated. To the 
certificates which those gentlemen gave in consequence of 
being prevailed upon to witness the experiments (and which 
are inserted in the letter to Sin JAMES GrAuHAmM above al- 
luded to), Mr. Rosperts refers those two young men; and 
if his memory serves him, their names were identical, “ Cock” 
and “Hr1uron.” The coincidence, to say the least, is not a 
little remarkable. 

Before we close this Appeal, some reference is necessary to 
the petition which Mr. Harpy presented to the House of 
Commons last session, and on which he founded his motion 
already referred to. In that petition Mr. Ropsrrs drew at- 
tention to the fact, that between October 1839 and July 1841, 
354 interments of dissected bodies [Mr. R. should have 
said, the remains of dissected bodies] had been buried in a 
piece of unconsecrated ground, at Mile End, called Globe 
Fields ; an undertaker’s man, dressed out as a clergyman of 
the Established Church, having been employed to read the 
Burial Service over the shells deposited there, and that the 
Inspector had taken that man’s certificate of burial as the 
legal certificate. 

Mr. Roserrs also in that petition drew attention to the 
fact that, while certain privileged undertakers had been charg- 
ing Teachers of Anatomy from 42s. to 85s. each shell, for 
burial, &c., the remains of dissected bodies had been interred 
in Globe Fields for 6s. and 7s. 6d. each. 

The only other point in the petition which may require any 
farther explanation is, perhaps, the reference it contains to a 
paper, of which Mr. Warsurron availed himself in his 
place in the House of Commons, on the 3rd. of April, 1840. 
The paper was a hand-bill which Mr. Ropers had circulated 
among Parish Boards, in consequence of finding that a com- 
bination of Medical Teachers, regarding only their private 
interests, had been formed against him; and ¢his under the 
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most disgraceful circumstances, considering their previous re- 
corded opinions in favour of his process and their numerous 
and reiterated pledges of support. 

Under these circumstances it was natural for Mr. Roperrs 
to look elsewhere for assistance, and he was led to address 
the Parish Boards, upon the abuses which were perpetrated 
under the existing system, with a view to their correction by 
the instrumentality of his invention. 

In his appeal to these Boards, he alluded to the committee or 
association of teachers which Dr. SomeRvVILLE, the Inspector 
of Anatomy, had formed for the purpose of inducing Parish 
Officers and Guardians of the poor, to grant an increased 
supply of pauper bodies for dissection; and in strong terms 
denounced the wilful waste that was made of them; the loss 
of life among the students in consequence of their coming in 
contact with infectious bodies; and the hindrances thrown in 
the way of Anatomical Science, by mercenary practitioners. 

That committee had been formed in October, 1836, and it 
was not until the July following, and when their plans had 
been fully developed, that Mr. Ropers published his Appeal 
to the Parish Boards. 

A copy of the hand-bill in question was put into the hands 
of Mr. Warsurton by Mr. Rosperts in the month of 
July, 1837, the Anatomical Committee having been in exist- 
ence nine months. The hand-bill produced in his mind 
some irritation, which was quickly removed by explanations 
on the part of Mr. Roserrs, and also by the friendly inter- 
ference of Sin GrorceE SINCLAIR, ina letter dated September 
18th, 1837,* who was well aware how Mr. Roserts had been 
goaded. The best of understanding, to all appearance, fol- 
lowed; so much so, that in November, 1837, four months 
after Mr. Warsurron had been put in possession of the 
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hand-bill, he got from Mr. Roserts the details of his inven- 
tion, in the presence of Sir George Sinclair ; as the sole condi- 
tion upon which he would make a report thereon to the go- 
vernment. In January, 1838, six months after the hand-bill 
had been in his possession, Mr. WARBURTON made his favour- 
able report to the Chancellor of the Exchequer; and on the 9th 
of April, 1838, being nine months after he knew of the hand- 
bill, he wrote the only letter he ever addressed to Mr. Ro- 
BERTS, containing an expression of regret (“I am very 
sorry)”, that Mr. Rice had transmitted, unknown to him, all 
Mr. Roserts’s papers to Lorp Joun Russewx; and it is in 
that letter that Mr. Warpurton uses those remarkable 
words, “I sHoULD CONJECTURE THAT IT IS THE REPRE- 
SENTATIONS OF GENTLEMEN WHO ARE OPPOSED TO SUM- 
MER TEACHING THAT HAVE PREVAILED AGAINST YOU.” » 
Little did Mr. Roperrs, at that moment, suspect that Mr. 
WarBurTon, whom Sir GrorGE SINCLAIR, in the integrity 
of his heart, had described (see his letter, April 4th, 1837)* 
as a “highly honourable,” and “a very just man,” as well as 
“a very influential man,” whose authority would have great 
weight, both with the government and with the House of 
Commons, had been acting the part of a traitor. That at 
that time he had so acted, no reasonable man can doubt when 
he learns that in 1840, Mr. Roperrs having petitioned for a 
Committee of the House of Commons to inquire into his 
case, in connexion with the mal-administration of the 
Anatomy Act, Mr. Warsurton took an opportunity of 
publicly reading to the House the hand-bill in question, say- 
ing that the publication of that paper had deprived Mr. 
Roserts of all claim to sympathy. “ Yes,” said that Hon- 
ourable Member, “ were such a man to discover the philoso- 
pher’s stone, he would not be entitled to consideration.” 
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As Mr. Roperts has commented upon this transaction in 
a petition, in which farther particulars are given, he refers 
to that document, rather than repeat what he has there said ; 
but he believes that no English senator, from the time that 
parliaments were first summoned to the present hour, ever 
voluntarily placed himself in so disgraceful a predicament. 
By dates let Mr. Warsurton be judged. | 


The first document attached to the “ Appeal,’’ is the speech 
of Sin JAMEs GrAuam, on the 7th of July, 1842 (see Re- 
port reprinted from the Times Newspaper), when Mr. Harpy 
made his motion “to take into consideration the petition of 
WiuiiAM Roserts on the Anatomy Act, and to move for a 
Committee to inquire into and report on the working thereof, 
and to recommend, if necessary, amendments of the same”. 

A few passages in Sir James GRAHAM’s speech require 
comment here: they are as follows :— 

1. Referring to the time of the passing of ss Anatomy Bill, 
Sir James said, “He would inform his honorable and 
learned friend that so long ago as that time Mr. WArBuRTON 
was in communication with the inventor upon the subject.” 

Remark:—Str James Grauam has been mis-informed. 
Instead of Mr. Warsurton being in communication with 
the inventor in 1832, as that statement implies, he was not in 
communication with him until 1836. The point, however, is 
of no importance, except as showing that Sir JamesGra- 
HAM was speaking confidently upon incorrect information. 

2. “He(Srr James Granam) could not dissemble from 
the House, that two or three of the enactments of the Ana- 
tomy Act had not been complied with.” 

Remark :—The admission is valuable, as far as it goes; but 
it would have been more so if Str Jamus had specified the 
clauses to which he referred. It is quite possible that the 
non-observance of a single clause, might render the whole of 
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an Act of Parliament a dead letter. The Anatomy Act had 
been the law of the land for nearly ten years; and the Secre- 
tary of State confesses that during the whole of that time, 
some of the enactments had not been complied with. The 
truth is, as Mr. Roperrs has often asserted, that the Ana- 
tomy Bill of 1832, was based on fraud, and that none of its 
essential clauses have been complied with. It has only been 
Mr. Rosperts’s representations that have drawn from the pub- 
lic authorities the present admission. 

3. “Qne (inspector) only had been nominated; conse- 
quently the expence of the whole establishment was less than 
if three had been appointed ; while he believed the duty was 
better fulfilled, than it would be if three Inspectors were en- 
gaged.” 

Remark :—If the late Inspector, Dr. SomE RVILLE, had so 
well performed his duty as_ this statement implies, why has 
he been unceremoniously dismissed, and two Inspectors ap- 
pointed in his place? 

4. As to the quarterly returns, “He had in his office 
distinct proofs that his predecessor had from time to time 
watched the working of the Act; therefore it had not been a 
dead letter.” 

Remark :—Some allowance, we suppose, must here be made 
for the tendency there is in official personages to speak with 
a certain degree of courtesy of each other’s conduct in high 
departments of the state. But it is a little unfortunate that 
the two assertions are hard to reconcile; namely, that Sir 
JAMES GRAHAM’S predecessors (meaning, of course the 
Lorps MreLBourNg, RussELL, and NormMansy, who had 
successively presided over the Home Department during nearly 
the whole period which had elapsed since the passing of the 
Anatomy Act in 1832) had so watched the working of it, that 
it had not been a dead letter, while, almost in the same breath, 
he had to admit that two or three of its clauses had not been 
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complied with. Mr. Roperrs has constantly maintained that 
the Burial Clauses have been contravened, and as they are 
the fundamental clauses of the Act; the Act itself, has, to all 
intents and purposes, been a dead letter. It is no proof to 
the contrary that the Inspector has pocketed large emolu- 
ments, or that he has affected to go through a certain routine 
of duty in his capacity of Receiver General of Burial Certifi- 
cates. Ten years have elapsed, and the main clauses by 
which the Act has obtained a certain degree of credit with the 
public, have never been enforced; the broad admission is at 
last made that “two or three clauses have not been complied 
with.” What then was that vigilance good for, that could 
allow of this? In any inferior department of the state such 
vigilance (if that is the term by which such conduct is to be 
designated) , would not have been tolerated for a single day. 

5. “The allegations respecting the burial of bodies were 
submitted by himself to a Commission . . . . 3; and all 
the abuses complained of were checked; Dr. SomerviLuE 
being warned of them, and desired to prevent their recur- 
rence.” . 

Remark :—That commission took most of its information 
respecting alleged abuses relating to bodies obtained from 
Marylebone Workhouse from two gentlemen, who were mainly 
indebted for their knowledge of the circumstances which they 
narrated, to Mr. Roperts; a much fuller statement of abuses 
could have been made by him, but the commission passed 
him over as a witness, and took the evidence at second hand. 
They probably acted according to their instructions. But it 
is a curious fact, that though two commissions have now sat, 
mainly in consequence of abuses alleged by Mr. Roserrts ; 
in neither instance has he been allowed to give his testimony, 
though anxious so to do! Sir James admits that all the 
abuses complained of, were justly complained of, for he 
states that they had all been checked. Dr. SomeRviuE, he 
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says, had been warned of them, and desired to prevent their 
recurrence. Dr. SomERVILLE has, since that time, been 
dismissed. What is the natural conclusion? that the warning 
had not been taken. 

But whether that gentleman owes his dismissal to not 
having taken that warning, or whether there have been other 
grounds for his dismissal,—leaving that point, about which 
Mr. Roserrs has no knowledge, he boldly asserts that, the 
Act is, at this time, a dead letter, and will continue so to be 
until an entire change of system is adopted. There has never 
been a bond fide compliance with the Act, and it was never 
intended that there should be. 

6. “All the provisions of the Act were,” he believed, “ most 
carefully attended to.” 

Remarks :—Mr. Roserrs will content himself with saying, 
that Sin James GRauaAm isaltogether in error. Let him but 
grant an open Commission, or a Committee, and Sir JAMES 
will soon find that the reverse of this is the fact. 

7. “Having stated the substance of the Report of the second 
Commission, he hoped the House would not press for its pro- 
duction.” 

Remark :—The Duke of WELLuINGTON, in the House of 
Lords, has given a pledge to Lorp Stranuoprs, that it shall 
be produced. 

8. “Passing from the Anatomy Bill, he would now come to» 
the prayer of the petition, which he believed to be, under the 
guise of an attempt to carry out more effectively the objects of 
that Bill, an application for an alkeNed discovery of national 
importance. (Hear, hear.)” iy 

Remark :—This is hard measure, Sin JAMES! The inventor 
had gone to the Goverriment, through Mr. WarsurRTon, in 
1836, at the suggestion of the Anatomical teachers (see the 
Joint Certificate, signed by the ten principal teachers of 
Anatomy). Mr. Roserrs, had also, in that very petition 
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upon which Str JAMEs is commenting, stated that HE HAD 
put Her MAsesty’s GOVERNMENT IN POSSESSION OF A 
MOST IMPORTANT DISCOVERY, IN CONFIDENT RELIANCE 
UPON ITs HoNOR.” What did this mean? Was it not suffi- 
ciently intelligible? Was there in this any guise attempted ? 
Would the House of Commons, have received a petition for a 
Money Grant, if it had been presented without its having ob- 
tained the concurrence of the Chancellor of the Exchequer? 
Certainly not. What did “reliance upon the honor of Her 
Majesty’s Government refer to, but to the fulfilment of a 
pecuniary obligation ?” 

9. “If Mr. Rosperts, had made such a discovery as he 
had described, he would be entitled to a reward.” 

Remark :—“ If” so and so:—let any impartial man peruse 
the documents contained in the Appendix, and then say, 
whether Mr. R. has, or has not, fully established his case. 

10. “ His Hon. friend had mentioned a certificate which 
was signed in 1836 by many eminent men, who stated that from 
what they saw, it was a discovery of great importance, and 
most useful to society.” 

Remark :—Those eminent men were fen in number; and 
Sir JAMes Grauam finds one of them, who is prepared to 
recant his opinions not upon the testimony of his own senses; 
but upon the testimony of other persons, namely, Mr. Har- 
RISON, the Treasurer of Guy’s Hospital, and Mr. STANLEY, 
of St. Bartholomew’s. And when the matter comes to be 
farther sifted, it appears that neither of these gentlemen 
speaks from the evidence of his own senses; and thus the un- 
shaken, and to this hour the unimpeached, testimony of Sir 
AsTLEY Cooper, of his nephew Mr. Bransspy Cooper, of 
Mr. Josepn Henry Green, of Mr. Grupert Mack- 
MURDO, of Dr. Topp, of Mr. Ricuarp PartripDGE, of Mr, 
R. O. Graincer, and of Mr. F. Skey; to say nothing of 
that of Dr. Somerviutue, Dr. BirkpecKx, and Mr. War- 


MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS, &c. 49 


BURTON, is to go for nothing, because Sir BenJAMIN Bro- 
DIE, on hearsay report alone, thinks fit to retract his opinions ! 
The unfairness of thus dismissing his claims, Mr. Roperrs 
has fully shown in his letter to Sin James Grauam, dated 
October 25, 1842, to which he begs to refer his readers. 

11. “ His honourable friend also said, that the teachers of 
Anatomy were prejudiced against Mr. Rosperts, and wished 
to continue the present system, for the sake of obtaining pu- 
pils. Why, to such a man as Sir Bensamin Bropig, it 
must be a positive sacrifice to be withdrawn from his pro- 
fessional business with patients; but he was a man who dis- 
regarded personal advantages in his zeal for the promotion and 
' improvement of that science which he adorned. (Hear, hear.)” 

Remark :—The late Str AstLEY Cooper, once told Mr. 
Rogperts, who had happened to find him scraping a human 
bone, that he made a rule of daily dissecting: to keep his 
hand in, no doubt, and refresh his memory. Sir BENJAMIN 
BropteE, may possibly find it convenient to do the same. But, 
however that may be, and though Sir Bensamin may be 
as indifferent to personal advantage as Sin JAMES GRAHAM 
represents him to be, it is nevertheless certain, that owing to 
the advantages which Sir BENJAMIN BropiE has enjoyed 
in connexion with hospital practice, he is supposed to pocket 
£15,000 a-year; and there are persons who estimate the annual 
value of his practice as high as £20,000. The result of 
adopting the Anti-septic process would be, to give a large in- 
crease of Anatomical knowledge to Medical Students, the 
consequence of which would be, that fees would be in some 
instances a little more moderate, and the larger ones would be 
more widely distributed among the profession. Sir BENJA- 
MIN Bropie perfectly understands how such a breaking down 
of monopoly might affect existing interests. Sir ASTLEY 
CoopeEr—knew what it was to take a@ Thousand Pounds at a 
tume. 
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12. Sir James GRAnAM, depending implicitly upon his in- 
formant Str Benyamin Bronte, makes certain incorrect 
statements respecting the College of Surgeons. Mr. Roperrs 
in his letter to Str JAMES GRAHAM, dated October 25, 1842, 
has said all that can be necessary upon that head. 

13. Str JamMEs GRAnAM then read an extract of a letter 
he had received from Sir BeENsAMIN Bronte, to this effect: 
—“Sir AstLtey Cooper and myself signed a paper which 
you have seen, after examining a body which Mr. Rosperts 
said had been unburied some time. But subsequently it ap- 
peared that the whole experiment was a complete failure”. 
Sir James then proceeded thus :— This was the testimony 
given on the authority of Mr. Harrison, the Treasurer of 
Guy’s Hospital, and Mr. STANLEY.” 

Remark :—Mr. Roperts has only to repeat, that this state- 
ment of failure is fully met in the letter to Str Jamus Gra- 
HAM, of the 25th of October, and that Mr. Harrison’s and 
Mr. STANLEy’s testimony in the matter, is there shown to be 
utterly worthless. 

14. “Sir Bensamin Bropig,” says Sin JAMES GRAHAM, 
“went on to state that the same discovery had been made in 
France.” 

Remark:—The certificates show that Mr. Roperts’s process 
was different, and superior to any with which the Anatomical 
Teachers were previously acquainted. The communication (a 
strictly confidential one) was made to Mr. Warsurron, 
as far back as November 1837. Nearly five years, therefore, 
have passed over since, and this is the first time such an 
assertion has ever been made. Mr. Roxserts does not 
hesitate to give it the most direct contradiction. He calls 
upon Sir Bengamin Bropis, for the proof of this bold 
assertion of his. ; 

15. Str JAMES GRAHAM proceeds to say that Sir Brn- 
JAMIN Bropie added in his communication, these words :— 
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*“‘ However useful it may be, it can never supersede the ne- 
cessity of dissection.” 

Remark :—Nor did Mr. Roperrs ever even dream of its 
doing so; or any one else. One of the advantages he has 
uniformly insisted upon, is that an Anti-septic process which 
keeps the parts in a fresh and moist condition, would afford 
the means of more minute dissection. In that opinion he is 
fully confirmed by Mr. J. H. Green. 

A few days after Sin James Grauam had delivered this 
speech,* Mr. Rosperts wrote to him, complaining of the 
statements he had made upon the authority of Str Benya min 
Bropiz, Mr. Sranuey, and Mr. Harrison, and informing 
him that he (Mr. Roperts) was in possession of a mass of 
documentary evidence that would prove the fallacy of those 
statements. But that passing over that evidence, Mr. 
RoBERTs was prepared to preserve any number of bodies, 
and for any time Her Majesty’s Government might require. 

To that communication no answer was returned, and on 
making a second application along with a request for an order 
upon the Inspector for a supply of bodies, fora fresh series 
of experiments, Mr. Roserts received a replyt to the effect, 
that Sin JAMEs GrAnAM must decline to interfere farther 
in the matter, and could not consent to give the order solicited. 

Matters having been brought to this issue, Mr. Roperts 
thought that it was necessary to go, at some considerable 
length, into a statement of the leading points of his case, 
with the hope of convincing Sir James GrauaM, that by 
listening too exclusively to the representations of certain in- 
dividuals, who had the advantage of free and confidential 
access to him, he had suffered himself to be seriously misled. 

To that appeal, accompanied by numerous documents, Mr. 
Roserts received no reply. 


* Dated September 21, 1842. + Dated July 15, 1842. 
+ See the letter dated 25th October, 1842. 
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On the 14th of December he addressed the second letter 
in the series now printed, introducing to Sir James Gra- 
HAM’S notice additional documents. 

To that letter also, no answer was returned. 

On the 4th of January, 1843, Mr. Ronerrs addressed his 
last letter, the third in this series, referring to the unac- 
knowledged letters, and requesting to know whether, after the 
receipt of them, Str James Grauam’s former answer must 
be regarded as final. : 

In reply to this letter, Mr. Ropers received a note from 
Sir James Grauam’s Secretary, stating that Sir Jamus 
GRAHAM Saw no reason to alter the determination which he 
had before communicated. The consequence of that determi- 
nation, is the present Appeal. 

The discoverer of the Anti-septic Process, has now applied 
to three Secretaries of State in succession, namely Lorp JOHN 
RussELt, Lorp Normansy, and Sir James GRAHAM, 
under circumstances which gave him the strongest claims upon 
Her Majesty’s Government, and has, as the result of all his 
efforts, uniformly received as the final answer of each, the 
reply that they would not farther interfere; and this, though 
Lorp MeLBouRNE’s administration, through Mr. Sprine 
Ricx then Chancellor of the Exchequer, had gone so far as to 
get possession of the secret of the process, on the plea of 
ascertaining that it was “cheap, innocuous, and easy of 
application.” 

Had Lorp Joun Russet, or Lornp NorMANBY, given 
the countenance of Her Majesty’s Government to the process, 
Sir JAMES GRAHAM would never have had to make the ad- 
mission that two or three essential clauses of the Anatomy Act. 
had remained inoperative during a period of ten years, nor to 
allow almost in so many words, that all the abuses of which 
Mr. Roserts has complained had existed. And with regard 
to any fresh prospects which may.now be held out in reference 
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te the future, in the hope that if Parliaments continue to be 
accommodating, another ten years may be gained before their 
fallacy can be thoroughly exposed: they will be found to be 
utterly delusive. 

In the Petition which Mr. Roperts presented to the House 
of Commons on the 29th of June, 1842, there is a point men- 
tioned which it is necessary here to notice again, premising 
that there had been a Commission appointed in February, 
1840, to inquire into the working of the Anatomy Act, and 
that the Commissioners entrusted with this duty were, Mr. 
Warsurron (who figured as chairman); Mr. Bensamin 
Hawes, Member for Lambeth; and a Mr. Gore and a Mr. 
Byne, neither of them Members of Parliament. In that peti- 
tion Mr. Roserts made the following allegation :—“ Your 
Petitioner applied to be examined before that Commission, to 
prove the abuses of which he was cognisant in its operation 
(meaning the Anatomy Act), but the Commissioners refused to 
allow him to give his evidence; and farther, that the said 
Commissioners closed their inquiry in March of the same year, 
but have not yet made a Report, though more than two years 
have elapsed.” Lest this word “refused” should be cavilled 
at—though Mr. Rozerts holds it to be substantially correct 
—he will take this opportunity of stating what actually did 
occur. A Mr. WixtiiaM Pages, dating his letter from the 
“Chambers of the London University, Somerset House,” 
wrote Mr. Roserts word as follows :— 


“ Marcu 7, 1840. 


«« Sir, 


“TI am directed by the Commissioners for inquiring into the working 
of the Anatomy Act, to acquaint you that you must exercise your own dis- 
cretion, whether or not you will present yourself for examination before the 
said Commissioners; and that should you so present yourself, they will 
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then inform you whether they consider that your evidence ought to be 
taken ; and if so, on what day.” 
“Tam, Sir, 
Your obedient Servant, 
WILLIAM PaGeE.” 
“To Mr. W. Rozperts, &c. &c.”’ 


In about a week after, Mr. Roperrs, not knowing when 
to attend, and they having made no appointment, addressed a 
second letter to the Commissioners, requesting to be examined; 
but to that letter received no reply. A member of the House 
of Commons, to whom these circumstances were subsequently 
stated, took an opportunity of mentioning the subject to one 
of the Commissioners, and was frankly told by that gen- 
tleman, that they had made up their minds not to receive Mr. 
Roserts’s evidence. This was the natural consequence of 
the Commissioners having for their Chairman, a person who 
had an immediate interest in the continuance of the illegal 
working of the Act. How deeply interested Mr. WarBuRTON 
was in suppressing that evidence, may be judged of by the 
fact, that the Anatomical School in which he had a pecuniary 
interest, had nearly doubled its number of Pupils from 1836 
to 1838, and that the profit of those two years had averaged 
about £5000 per annum more than it would have done if the 
Anatomy Act had been properly drawn up, and legally and 
impartially worked. This £5000 a-year had been diverted and 
withdrawn chiefly from the private Schools. The favoured 
School alluded to has well nigh owed its existence, and 
certainly is mainly indebted for its prosperity, to the Anatomy 
Act, worked as it had been. : 


And now—to bring this appeal to a _ conclusion—the 
adoption of an available Anti-septic Process might be made 
to afford very great advantages to the Medical Profession, and 
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such as hitherto have been accessible to but few persons. If 
the Governors and Directors of Hospitals which have Anato- 
mical Schools attached, are actuated by a wish to further Medi- 
cal Science, they have the ready means, with the aid of an Anti- 
septic process, of very materially advancing it, by giving new 
and increased facilities for investigation, not only to Students 
of Anatomy, but to the established Practitioners all over the 
country. It would be an object not unworthy of the atten- 
tion of the Legislature itself, to require of Anatomical Schools 
(availing themselves of the aids which an Anatomy Act 
affords them), that they should always, when their supply 
admitted, have two or three bodies skilfully dissected kepé 
ready for any regular and licensed practitioner to examine 
during certain hours; that, in case he had any difficult opera- 
tion to perform, he might, with the assistance of “light” and 
“touch” (points on which Mr. J. H. Green, as we have 
seen, deservedly lays such stress), bring back to his recol- 
lection even the minutest particular which it might be de- 
sirable for him to remember. For such scrutiny, the summer 
months would furnish special opportunities; the days would 
be long, affording more and better “ight than in the winter 
months, and the towch would be finer. It it obvious that. 
upon sharing these advantages a great deal may depend. 
The skill, and certainty of hand, with which any operator 
can proceed, must depend upon his nice perception and ac- 
curate knowledge of the parts. There must be many oper- 
ations, which, without such previous consideration and review 
of a subject, it would be rash to undertake. In the profes- 
sion at large, there are doubtless many men of great natural 
talent, who would have been capable of performing the most 
difficult operations with distinguished success, had they been 
able to keep up a connexion with the Anatomical Schools; 
but who, for want of such ready opportunities as are here 
‘suggested (based upon an Anti-septic Process), are kept down in 
E2 
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their Profession, and unable to compete for the heavy fees 
which are daily distributed. It is quite clear that in the 
absence of such opportunities as it would then be in the 
power of every Anatomical School to give, a great proportion 
of Medical and Surgical talent must now remain undeveloped, 
and therefore lost to the public. The observation was not 
less striking than true, which one of the leading teachers of 
Anatomy dropt one day, in a casual conversation with the 
discoverer, namely, that an available Anti-septic Process (and 
his remark was directed to this very process) would advance 
Anatomical Science fifty years. 

As Mr. Ropers is here addressing the Profession at large, 
and endeavouring to point out to the general practitioners 
how fine a field for their exertions an Anti-septic Process 
might be made the means of furnishing (if not through the 
medium of the Hospital Schools of Anatomy, at all events 
through thatof the Private Schools, whose attention might be 
turned to the plan above suggested), he cannot let this oppor- 
tunity pass without adverting to the state of Abdominal 
Surgery, and the little advance it has hitherto made. It is 
now nearly a quarter of a century since Dr. BLUNDELL, at, 
that time Lecturer on Physiology and Midwifery at Guy’s 
Hospital, pressed upon the attention of the profession to 
which he belongs, and of which he is one of the most dis- 
tinguished ornaments, the study of Abdominal Surgery, 
suggesting several operations in that branch of the science not. 
less important than Lithotomy, and expressing his confident 
belief that the time would come when such operations, in 
cases in which recovery is otherwise hopeless, would become 
nearly as common as those in Lithotomy. It isa fact strongly 
illustrative of the argument here pursued, that it is only very 
recently that the first successful operation in London, of the 
major kind, for the removal of the ovarium, has been performed; 
and that not by an Hospital Surgeon, but by a private 
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practitioner.* In this novel and highly important case, the 
weight of the ovarium removed exceeded 16lbs. 

Nor would the advantages afforded to Anatomical Students 
by an available Anti-septic Process, be less than those 
afforded to Medical Practitioners. The entire amount of 
knowledge and experience which, with its assistance, students 
of Anatomy would be enabled to carry away, would be very 
greatly increased. At a trifling expense, they would have “a 
pure atmosphere in the Anatomical Schools, and bodies in a 
fresh, moist and inoffensive state,” to work upon; health and 
comfort would be secured, and the danger to life, now not 
inconsiderable, would be entirely got rid of. Is there any 
pupil who would hesitate, if the question were properly put 
to him, to pay 10s. per annum for these advantages alone, 
to say nothing of those arising from the permanence and 
stability of the parts dissected, and the opportunity afforded — 
for longer and more minute dissection, and for retracing all he 
had done in previous days’ dissections? Add to this the ad- 
vantages of swmmer dissection, when light and touch, of such 
importance to him, would be had in perfection—let but these 
considerations be allowed to have their due weight, and where 
is the Student of Anatomy, who would not be far more than 
remunerated for so trifling a charge, if he looks no farther than 
to passing through his noviciate? But having done this, let him 
contemplate his chances of success in his future career; and 
the opportunities thus presented to him, of taking rank in 
the highest grade of his profession, in whatever clime his lot 
may be cast (for the Anti-septic Process would come to his 
aid even in the Kast or West Indies) ; and then let him say, 
whether the discoverer of this process has made an unrea- 
sonable demand upon his purse, through the medium or 
the Anatomical Teachers, or whether, failing to obtain their 


* Mr. Wang, of Guilford Street, Russell Square. A 
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co-operation, he has made an undue demand upon the public 
purse? Mr. Rozerrs is confident medical students will feel 
that he has not been unreasonable in either of his propositions. 
It is only by a thorough knowledge of their profession, that 
they can ever hope to become competitors for the grand prizes 
which have been already alluded to. 

Having addressed this part of his appeal chiefly to Students, 
Mr. Roperts is reminded of another view of the subject, 
which he feels entitled to urge: namely, that to the Anatomical 
Teachers, in the first instance, and secondly to Her Majesty’s 
Ministers, and all parties who have it in their power to 
further the introduction of an Anti-septic Process (available 
for the preservation of human bodies), and who resist it, a 
very weighty responsibility attaches. They are justly chargeable 
with, and accountable for, every individual life that is sacrificed 
by pursuing the present wasteful system, by means of which 
several valuable lives are annually sacrificed through Students 
having to dissect (at no inconsiderable cost, be it observed, to 
themselves and their friends), human bodies, some of them in 
an infectious state even at the very time they are brought into 
the Anatomical Schools ; or, ifnot, being soon, by the warmth 
and closeness of the atmosphere, or by other causes, in a high 
state of decomposition. .These are points not to be over- 
looked. 'The Teachers of Anatomy owe it to the Students, 
whose money they take, that every thing that is practicable 
should be done to promote their comfort and their health, 
and to prevent the chance, or rather the certainty (judging 
from the past) of the most distressing and fatal occurrences. 
* It is obvious, that if Mr. RoBerts’s secret were to be given 
to the public—which neither the Medical Profession nor the 
public have a right to call for—but little progress towards 
improvement would be made, while those who have the con- 
trol and management of the Anatomical Schools are, for their 
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own selfish purposes, combined against, and determined to 
resist, the introduction of his process. 


The Members of the Anatomical Committee—we beg the 
attention of their chairman, Mr. StaNLEy, once more—the 
members of that Committee who with him are opposed to 
the introduction of an Anti-septic Process into the Schools 
of Anatomy, are in the situation of certain men of Ephesus, 
who made golden shrines for Diana in days of old. A shrewd 
fellow among them, named Demetrius, foreseeing how their 
interest was likely to be affected by the preaching of a stranger 
who had suddenly appeared among them, “ called together the 
workmen of like occupation, and said, Sirs, ye know that by 
this craft we have our wealth.” 

It would be well if these craftmen of our times, who have 
been “called together’ under very similar circumstances, had, 
along with their “craft,” as much honesty as the men of 
Ephesus. They might then boast of their devotion to the in- 
terests of Science, and to the public interests, as gravely, and 
as unrebuked, as did those men of Ephesus, of their profound 
attachment to the temple of the great goddess Diana, and the 
image which came down from Jupiter. 


As the Anatomical Committee have resisted the intro- 
duction of an available Anti-septic Process, while, according 
to the statement of their Secretary, Mr. PartripGe, the 
Schools in 1836 were not supplied with above one half the 
number of bodies required for dissection during the winter 
[at that time they had among them about 600 bodies], and as, 
since that time, the scarcity has not diminished, the Legisla- 
ture will, before long, in all probability, be called upon to 
make great alterations in the Anatomy Law. 

When the.committee of Anatomical Teachers issued one 
of their Circulars (in December, 1837), they took occasion 
to remark therein, upon the fact of the Anatomy Act not 


60 AN APPEAL TO 


rendering it “ compulsory on the parishes, or other sources of 
supply, to give up the unclaimed bodies for the purposes of 
dissection.” There cannot be a doubt entertained that some 
of the members of that body would wish the Legislature to 
make it compulsory. We trust, however, the Legislature will 
be better advised; for that discretionary power of not giving 
up unclaimed bodies, has been the only check upon 
the Schools of Anatomy, and is likely to continue so to be. 
The circular issued by the recently appointed Inspectors, 
bearing date November 18, 1842, and addressed to the 
Teachers of Anatomy, shows in how salutary a way this dis- 
cretion vested in Parish Boards, has operated. It appears 
that “many of the Parish authorities” have demurred to 
the lengthened period during which bodies have remained 
unburied, “as a serious ground of objection to the removal of 
the unclaimed bodies of paupers to the Schools.” So say 
the new Inspectors in their circular of Noyember. | 

They also say, and the attention of the public is especially 
solicited to the passage—“ It must be obviously an essential 
condition to the success of any measures for the improve- 
ment. of the hitherto inadequate supply of bodies for the 
Metropolitan Schools, that the wishes of the Parochial 
Authorities should be consulted so far as may be found con- 
sistent with the objects of the Anatomy Act, and the greatest 
care taken to avoid to the utmost, all causes of offence to their 
feelings, or even to their prejudices.” 

After pointing out a number of abuses, and urging the ne- 
cessity of guarding against them. “ with the greatest care ;” 
the Inspectors go on to say, that it is by the vigilant super- 
intendence of the Teachers these objects can be best attained ; 
and they call attention to the great evils which might result 
“ from any dereliction or carelessness on the part.of the Teach- 
ers of a single School.” They conclude by speaking of the 
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system, as one “ affecting various and often irreconcilable in- 
terests, and which must necessarily be impeded by the preju- 
dices of many, and by the APATHY of nearly all, whose feel- 
ings, or more immediate interests, are not involved.” 

We return, therefore, to the point from which we set out, 
that the discretion now vested in the Parochial Authorities, 
inadequate as in many instances it may have proved, is the 
only check upon which any dependence can be placed in res- 
training abuses in these matters. The Anatomical Teachers 
are the last persons to be trusted: make it compulsory upon 
Parish Boards to give up all unclaimed pauper bodies to 
them; and abuses which have hitherto had no check but in 
those Boards, and in the efforts of one solitary individual be- 
sides, will soon be rampant; and a greater waste of human 
_ bodies than has ever yet occurred will be the consequence. 

If the Legislature really wishes to check abuses,—rather 
than diminish, let them increase the power of the Parish Au- 
thorities, in reference to unclaimed bodies; and let all bodies, 
which they give up for “anatomical examination,” return to 
them in such a state that identity is traceable; let it be the 
duty of the parish authorities, to have every such shell re- 
opened before interment, to see that no tricks have been 
played, and then let the funeral be decently and reverently 
conducted. If exceptions must be made, let those exceptions 
be confined to the bodies of persons dying in jails, hulks, and 
penitentiaries, and whose crimes have amounted to felony. 
But the innocent pauper, including the widow and the or- 
phan; let their funerals, as we have before suggested, pro- 
ceed direct from the poor-house to the burial-ground of 
the parish, so that some who have seen and known the de- 
ceased in their days of destitution and sorrow, may have an 
opportunity of paying the last attentions to their remains, and 
dropping a tear over their grave; with the prospect, that if 
it should ever be their fate to die in a workhouse, some kin- 
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dred spirits may do the same kind offices for them. The 
practice now very generally adopted, is to convey the remains 
of paupers, unattended by mourners, from the School of An-— 
atomy, to some obscure and private burial-ground, as a tem- 
porary deposit: they have been removed—half-a-dozen shells 
_at a time, perhaps—as unceremoniously as so many bales of 
goods to a warehouse, thence to be again removed at the first 
convenient opportunity. Let but the Parish Boards have the 
powers here suggested, and the expence of Inspectors may be 
entirely saved to the country; unless indeed these officials are 
retained simply to regulate the distribution; for which pur- 
pose, however, such costly machinery cannot be requisite. 

It is certain that up to the present hour no security has 
existed for the legal fulfilment of the burial clauses of the 
Anatomy Act; nor would any amended Act, in the absence 
of an available anti-septic process, meet the difficulty. To 
render any such Act operative and binding, there must be 
the ready means of preserving the evidence of identity. As 
matters are now conducted, it would not be possible—if legal 
inquiry were instituted—to satisfy the Courts of Westminster 
or Guildhall, that the Act had been fulfilled; no, not in one 
case in 500. In an immense majority of cases, though 
funeral rites are performed, there is no burial of the body, if 
words, as we have already said, have any definitive meaning. 
And this and every other evil and abuse arising out of the 
rejection of a preservative process, are to be tolerated and en- 
dured because certain Anatomical Teachers, supported by 
other parties who have pecuniary interests involved, and 
some of whom have occupied the highest positions in the 
state, are banded together to resist a discovery, of whose 
merits they are thoroughly convinced, but which they are 
apprehensive will curtail their gains, and throw open a mo- 
nopoly! The interests of the profession at large, and the 
public interests, including those of science, are to be sacrificed 


MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS, &c. 63 


to put a few additional fees into their pockets! Will public 
opinion allow of this ? 

Of the letters to the Secretary of State which follow this 
Appeal, and of the documents thrown together in the Appen- 
dix, it is necessary, in conclusion, to say a word. The for- 
mer are essential to the unravelling of the plot—the conspi- 
racy it may be called—which has existed to suppress a dis- 
covery of great public utility; and the latter form a chain of 
evidence in which no single link is wanting. 

Mr. Rosperts has to apologise for the length to which hii 
pamphlet has run; but it has been unavoidable. His oppo- 
nents had rendered it necessary that he should state the whole 
of his case, and explain fully every transaction connected with 
his proceedings in this affair. The task imposed upon him 
he has endeavoured faithfully and uprightly to execute, and 
to the Profession and the Public he now respectfully but 
confidently appeals. 
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THREE LETTERS TO SIR JAMES GRAHAM, Barr. 


Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department. 


~ 


October 25, 1842. 
SIR, 


I would not, if I could have avoided it, trouble 
_you again; but occupying the public situation you do, there 
is no individual in authority to whom I can, with any chance 
of success, appeal from your decisions, but to yourself. I 
am, in reference to my claims upon the Government, entire- 
ly in your hands; you are sole arbiter and judge, able, with 
all the advantages of your high station, to do me justice, or 
deep and irreparable injury. I now, therefore, once more 
respectfully solicit a hearing, on the ground that you, sitting 
as judge in the matter I have laid before you, have decided 
against me upon testimony which you have not sifted, which 
will not bear sifting, and which, according to all the establish- 
ed rules of evidence you ought not to have received, or enter- 
tained for a single moment. 

As long as it was possible, I have forborne to enter into 
these matters. Gladly would I have continued to abstain, but 
your refusal to give directions to the Inspector of Anatomy, 
to furnish me with a supply of bodies for a fresh series of 
experiments, leaves me no alternative. The Anatomy Act is 
so worded that neither I, nor any discoverer who may follow 
me in the same line, can henceforth obtain a supply of bodies 
for Anatomical uses but through your department, and with 
the aid of the Inspector of Anatomy, acting under your orders. 
Some facilities were afforded me by the Teachers of Anatomy 
in the early part of 1836; but, for similar ones, I can no 
longer look. From the moment that Dr. SOMERVILLE suc- 
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ceeded in forming that union to which I have before had oe- 
casion to draw your attention, and of which I now furnish 
the proof, by copying his circular, dated 19th September, 
1836,* I have understood my position, and that of the Anatomi- 
cal Teachers of this Metropolis, too well, to ask of them any 
favor. Those facilities extended only to a supply of portions 
of bodies; but a supply of entire bodies (and entire bodies are 
essential to me now, in order to put down all cavil), I have 
no legal means of obtaining, but with the sanction of the 
Home Office; which sanction was in fact obtained previous 
to my experiments at Guy’s in 1836, to which I shall present- 
ly have to call your attention. Against your decision, there- 
fore, to withhold from me the facilities, which, with a view 
to fresh evidence, I have requested, I beg respectfully to 
remonstrate. You cannot but admit that a strong prima facie 
case, to say the least, has been before you—it is hardly possi- 
ble to imagine a stronger. By your refusal to allow the ne- 
cessary facilities for a fresh investigation, you establish a pre- 
cedent which, if hereafter acted upon, will raise an insuperable 
barrier in the way of all improvement and discovery in a field 
of science, which you admit to be “ important,’ and where 
discovery, if real, is “entitled to reward.” 

You cannot be ignorant, for you have Mr. WaRrBURTON’S 
authority for the fact, that there are highly influential par- 
ties, who have an interest in defeating my case. Between 
their statements and mine there is, of course, a discrepancy, 
and a question arises. The late administration, after having 
gone a great way in this matter, left it unsettled. As they 
left office without doing me justice, I naturally look to their 
successors, who cannot now close the doors upon inquiry 
with a due regard to their own or the public honour. 

The position of my case with the Government, when you 
received the seals of office, was this: I had made a discovery 
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which f considered of great importance to Medical and Anato- 
mical Science. Inthe early part of 1836, I announced it to the 
profession. From several of the public teachers of Anatomy, 
I proceeded to obtain various portions of the Human Body: 
which, for the satisfaction of those gentlemen, I submitted 
to my process, and exhibited to them during several succes- 
sive weeks and months in a perfect state of preservation, and 
therefore fit for all Anatomical uses. At that time, I contem- 
plated taking out a patent; but finding it to be the general 
wish of the profession, as shown by a document which I 
attach to this letter ;* a document originating with the teach-. 
ers of Anatomy, and not with me, or in consequence of any 
suggestion of mine—that I should not do so, but apply to 
the Government for remuneration upon public grounds, that 
the discovery might be thrown open to all the Schools of 
Anatomy in the united kingdom, I was induced to apply to 
Mr. Warsurton (the originator of the Anatomy Act, 
and known to be upon a confidential footing with the late ad- 
ministration), at the express request of the Teachers, in the 
month of March, 1836; previous to which I had never had 
any communication with that gentleman, though you have 
been informed that our acquaintance dated back as far as 1832. 
My application to Mr. Warsurron, was seconded by the. 
late Sir Astury Cooper, who, by a letter in his own hand, 
introduced me to him. At that period, I had obtained the 
written testimony of almost every anatomical teacher of 
eminence in the metropolis, to the completeness and efficiency 
of my Anti-septic. Those who signed the general certificate, 
_signed it with a full knowledge that it was intended for pre-~ 
sentation to the Government; and, in point of fact, the rough 
copy which I can produce, was drawn up by Mr. PartripGE, 
the professor of Anatomy at King’s College; and the fair 
copy is in the hand writing of the clerk of that institution. 
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Mr. WarBuRTON, struck with the specimens and the cer- 
tificates I was enabled to produce, and seeing, as he could 
not fail to see, how beneficial my discovery might be, in aid 
of the Anatomy Act, as well as in advancing Anatomical 
Science, undertook to communicate with the Government, 
and endeavour to bring about an arrangement by which I 
should be remunerated, and the discovery thrown open, to 
obviate the defects of the Anatomy Bill. He soon became 
the confidential agent of the Government in the business; 
and was repeatedly recognised as such by Lornp MontEacue, 
then Mr. Sprine Rice, and Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The basis of this negociation had from the first been clearly 
understood by Mr. Warsurton and the Government; it 
was, that in case my discovery were approved, I should 
receive the sum of £5000. A letter in my possession, dated 

“September 24, 1836, written by Mr. S. M. Puruuips, the 
Under Secretary of State by the direction of Lorp Joun 
Russet, and addressed to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
recognizes that sum.* 

It here becomes necessary to mention that, the connexion 
of Lorp Joun RussEuu with my case began at this time. 
By this letter of Mr. Puiuiips (which, as the hand writing of 
the endorsement shows, was transmitted to me by order of 
Mr. Serine Rice himself), it will be seen that the Under 

- Secretary of State was directed by Lorp Joun Russe to 

acknowledge the receipt of a letter of Dr. BirKBEcK, which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had transmitted to him, 
together with written communications from Mr. Ropers to 

Dr. BirxBecK, on the subject of a process for the pre- 
servation of dead bodies for the purposes of dissection. The 

Under Secretary of State goes on to say: “ The importance 
and utility of the process appear to be strongly attested by very 
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eminent anatomists; but, Lorp Joun Russevy would not 
feel himself warranted in recommending that the course pro- 
posed by Mr. Roserts should be adopted—that the Govern- 
ment should pay to Mr. Roperts the sum of £5,000, for the 
process invented by him, for the use and benefit of Anatomical 
Schools.” | 

This letter was handed to me by Mr: Warsurton. On > 
reading it my remark was, “Then our negociation is utterly 
at an end.” “No!” said Mr. W., in reply, “ by no means. 
I regard the affair in quite a different light. Lorp Joun 
RussEwu here distinctly makes the admission to which I 
have all along been endeavouring to bring the Government 
namely, that your process is one strongly attested by eminent 
Anatomists, as one of importance and utility. A great point is 
now gained; and though, certainly, Lorp Joun accompanies 
that opinion by saying that he should not feel warranted 
in recommending that the Government should remunerate 
you by paying you the sum you ask, yet it is evident 
from Mr. Serine Rice’s handing this letter to me, rather 
than to Dr. BirxBeck, and with such an indorsement, that 
he wishes to draw my particular attention again to the sub- 
ject.” Mr. WarsurtTon, at the same time remarked, “ that 
Mr. Sprine Rice, was the only sciéntific man in the cabinet; 
and added, that as mine was a money question, it was, strictly 
speaking, more in the department of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, than in that of the Home Secretary. He con- 
cluded by strongly urging upon me not to consider the nego- 
ciation as at an end. 

I was influenced by Mr. WarBuRrToN’s view of the case, 
and again laid aside my intention of taking out a patent, 
which I had otherwise determined to do immediately. During 
the recess Mr. Sprine Rice went over to Ireland, and Mr. 
WarBuURTON wrote to him there; but made no commu- 
nication to me until the month of February, 1837, when I 
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met him by his own appointment at the University Club- 
House. He then told me that he had seen Mr. Sprine 
Rice, and that that gentleman had instructed him to make a 
Report as to the completeness of the invention. It was on this 
occasion that he said, “I take upon myself the responsibility 
of making this Report, and F shall require, that you put me in 
possession of the secret of your process, so that my report may 
be efficient and complete.” To this I objected, on the ground 
that the certificates already proved the efficiency of the in- 
vention. He then explained that what he wanted was, to 
ascertain that the materials I used, were cheap, innocuous, 
and easy of application ; points to which the certificates did 
not speak; and that, unless I put him in possession of the 
secret, and gave him an opportunity of certifying to these 
points, as well as to the efficiency of my process, he could 
not undertake the task. His expression was, “ Kven gold 
might be bought too dear.” To this demand, acting under 
the advice of Sir Grorce Sincuair, I finally, and after 
much consideration, consented, and in November, 1837, in 
the presence of Str GeorGe,—trusting implicitly to the honor 
and good faith of the Government and Mr. WARBURTON, put 
that gentleman, as the representative and confidential agent 
of the Government, in possession of my secret. Having 
obtained this, Mr. WarsBurRTon repeated the experiments 
himself; and eventually, in the month of January, 1838, or 
about that time, made his report to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, expressing his decided conviction that my inven- 
tion was fully entitled to the praise of both efficiency and cheap- 
ness.* I then naturally expected that nothing more remained 
to be done on my part; but that the sum for which I had 
originally stipulated, would be paid me. A new difficulty, 
however, arose. The evidence being, by this time, as com- 
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plete as it was possible to make it, and my claim therefore 
irresistible by Mr. Sprine Rice, who, during a year and 
a-half had entertained the question, that gentleman proceeded 
to transfer Mr. Warnurton’s Report, with all the other 
papers which from time to time had been entrusted to him, 
from his own office, to that of Lorp Jonun RussE tx, then 
Her Majesty’s Secretary of State for the Home Department. 
Of this proceeding Mr. WarsurRToN, in a letter he addressed 
to me, speaks with surprise and regret.* 

By this management Mr. Sprine RicE, who had been a 
party to the re-opening of the negociation, and whose call upon 
Mr. Warsurton fora Report, had weighed with me as the 
grand inducement to give up my secret, attempted to get rid 
of his responsibility at the critical moment; and Lorp Joun 
RussE.u, overlooking how deeply his colleague the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had, in the interval, involved the 
honor of Her Majesty’s Government, and also overlooking 
his own opinion in favor of my process, as recorded in 1836, 
and having now additional and the strongest evidence before 
him, again put a negative on my claim. Mr. Warsurron’s 
explanation of his Lordship’s motives,—though somewhat 
cautiously expressed, is sufficiently intelligible: “J should 
conjecture, that it is the representations of gentlemen who are 
opposed to summer teaching, that have prevailed against you. 

I have now brought down my narrative to the period of 
your accession to office. Shortly after that took place, I 
drew your attention to the fact; that a number of documents 
bearing upon my case, and including Mr. Warsurron’s 
Report, made in 1838, were in your department; and that 
while that Report clearly and fully established my claims, 
they had been passed over by the late administration. Mr. 
Warsurton’s Report is the chief document upon which I 
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have hitherto rested my case, because it was made at the 
suggestion of Mr. Sprine Rice, in his official capacity as 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. Mr. Warsurron, in whom 
the late Government confided, was their authorised agent in 
the affair, and his Report ought, as I conceive, to have been 
deemed conclusive. But what I now especially complain of, 
is ;—not that you, sitting in judgment again upon my case, and 
with Mr. WarBurton’s Report of 1838 and all the other 
documents in my favor spread open before you, have not come 
at once to a decision in my favor; (for, had you appointed 
another referee, and thought fit to commence the inquiry de 
novo, | should not have murmured;)—but what I especially 
complain of is this, that knowing, as you could not fail to do, 
that since the teachers of Anatomy voluntarily gave their 
certificates in 1836,* there has been a combination formed 
against me—by the intervention of Dr. SomERVILLE, acting 
in his official capacity—of gentlemen opposed to summer 
teaching; you have called upon Sir BenJAMIN BropieE, one 
of the teachers who had signed the chief certificate in 1836; not 
to know whether the signatures are genuine (for of that you 
could not entertain a doubt), but to give him an opportunity . 
of destroying in 1842, the testimony he deliberately gave in 
1836. And certainly he does, with the most hearty good will, 
endeavour to destroy it. But how? In 1836, when he formed 
his favorable opinion, and expressed himself “ convinced,” 
Sir BensaMin Bropvie had “witnessed the effects of a pre- 
paration employed by Mr. Roserts.” In 1842, had he cor- 
rected that opinion by still farther witnessing its effects? 
CERTAINLY NoT. How then was he qualified to speak, and 
unsay what he had said? 'The witness should have been put 
out of court upon his own confession. But, on the contrary, 
he is allowed to remain under examination, and tell what he 
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cannot of his own knowledge know, but only on the autho- 
rity of others. Mr. Sranuey of St. Bartholomew’s, and 
Mr. Harrison the Treasurer of Guy’s Hospital, have told 
him so and so. 

According to the reports in the newspapers of what you 
have said in the House of Commons, you have made Sir 
Brensamin Bropie of as much importance in this matter, as 
if he had actually been a Commissioner appointed by Her 
Majesty, to inquire fully into all the merits of my claim. 

Dismissing Sir Bensamin Bropie, who, actuated I fear 
by the esprit de corps, is so careless what injury he may do 
me that he scrupled not to tell you that my alleged discovery 
was the same as one made in France—a fact of which, until he 
is put in possession of my secret, it is utterly inpossible that 
he can be cognisant—dismissing him, and taking Mr. Sran- 
LEY, who has been made to appear as the sole, and unautho- 
rised representative of all the medical gentlemen who have 
honoured me by signing certificates in favour of my discovery, 
what has occurred to alter Mr. SranuEy’s opinion? In 
March, 1836, he signed the same document as did Sir B. 
Brodie, after witnessing the effects of my preparation. What 
has he witnessed since? | 

My acquaintance with Mr. Strantey commenced in De- 
cember, 1835. In February, 1836, he called upon me, at my 
own house, and saw several of my preparations; in the 
following March, as I have just said, he signed the certificate, 
and in July or August of the same year, I waited upon him at 
his private house, when I offered to put into his hands, for 
dissection, an amputated leg which I had obtained in Febru- 
ary, 1836, from St. Thomas’s Hospital, and which specimen 
is now (in 1842) in my possession, in a perfect state of pre- 
servation. At first Mr. StTaNLEy consented to dissect it, but 
afterwards altered his mind, and proposed to give it to a pupil 
or demonstrator, to dissect. To this I objected: “I was 
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willing,” I told him, “to trust to his honour; but farther 
than that, I could not go.” I well remember his saying on 
that occasion, “ You have got hold of a good thing, if it is 
well managed.” Since then, I have had a casual conversation 
with Mr. Sranuey, in the museum of St. Bartholomew’s ; 
but no preparation of mine has ever been witnessed by Mr. . 
STANLEY since the time I saw him in his own house in July 
or August 1836. I invited him, indeed, to my exhibition at 
Guy’s Hospital, to which I shall presently have occasion to 
advert, but to that he did not come. He had previously 
suggested my going to St. Bartholomew’s, and making ex- 
periments there; and my impression is, that he was not 
pleased at my going to Guy’s, a rival institution. What 
adequate or reasonable cause Mr. Stanuey can have had to 
alter his opinion, is to me amystery. That he was very de- 
cidedly opposed to swmmer-teaching, I have been long aware ; 
but it is not possible that he can have any knowledge of his 
own, to my disadvantage. No actual knowledge of his on the 
subject in question comes down later than July or August, 
1836, at which time he said, “ I had got hold of a good thing, 
if it was well managed.” Again I ask, whether all the cer- 
tificates of eminent men in my favour, are to be cancelled 
because Mr. Stan ey thinks fit to stultify himself. 

But Mr. Harrison, the treasurer of Guy’s Hospital, is 
also called as a witness against my claims. My connexion 
with Mr. Harrison shall be stated as briefly as possible. 

In the month of June 1836, I was waited upon by Mr. 
Branssy Cooper, who had previously seen and examined 
sundry preparations of mine, and had signed the same cer- 
tificate as Mr. Sranuey and Sir B. Bropie, along with eight 
other leading practitioners. Mr. B. Cooper came to me of 
his own accord, with a request that I would call upon Mr. 
Harrison; I accordingly did so, and was told by that gen- 
tleman, that he had been upon the point of coming over to 
me himself. 
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Mr. Harrison on this oceasion proposed that a series of 
experiments should be made by me at Guy’s, and offered a 
supply of bodies for that purpose; he also undertook to fit 
up a separate room where they could be deposited, which 
room I was to have under lock and key. Free access was to 
be granted during certain hours of every day, that all who 
chose might make their own observations, and dissect, if they 
wished; on all such occasions I was to be in attendance. 
Two stipulations, and only two, [ made; one, that the 
bodies should be in my keeping, and that all dissections 
should take place in my presence; the other, that I should 
have a reasonable compensation for my time from Mr. 
Harrison, on the part of the Hospital. To both these. 
conditions, he readily consented. There was a clear under- 
standing on these points. 

It was, I think, about the first week in July (1836), when 
the first body was furnished me, accompanied by the rather 
startling intimation from Mr. Harrison,’ that a leg and 
thigh of it, would, after undergoing my process, be wanted 
for the modeller. To this I, in limine, objected, as the 
demand involved a departure from the terms upon which 
I had entered upon the undertaking. In consequence of my 
insisting upon our original agreement, the limb in question 
was separated from the body, and removed before I com- 
menced my operations. 

By the latter end of July, or the first week in August, 
I had had four bodies and a-half assigned to me for my expe- 
riments at Guy’s, including half a body which came into my 
possession under very peculiar circumstances. My attention 
happening to be drawn, one day, to a small room close to the 
one which I was occupying, by a very offensive smell, I 
called one of the attendants (no other than Mr. Davis 
the chief porter of the dissecting rooms, to whom I shall have 
to refer hereafter), and insisted upon its being unlocked ; 
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upon which I discovered the upper half of a body in a high 
state of decomposition—so much so that several portions of 
the surface had sloughed away. For what purpose these re- 
mains were conceaied there, I never could understand ; but, 
had I not fortunately detected their presence when I did, 
I have often thought they might have furnished plausible evi- 
dence against me, which it would have been difficult for 
me to rebut. On this half body, I experimented ; and such 
was the power of my process, that it arrested decomposition, 
and rendered the whole so perfectly inoffensive, that I allowed 
it to remain along with the other specimens until they were all 
finally removed for interment. 
On the 10th of August (1836,) one of the bodies was 
injected for the purpose of minute dissection. The operation 
of injection was performed bythe regular servant of the hospital 
(Mr. Davis), after the body had been in my possession about 
a month. 'The injected fluid ran freely through all the usual 
passages—there was no difficulty whatever—thus proving that 
the subject was in the most perfect state of preservation, 
notwithstanding the long interval which had elapsed. It was 
afterwards dissected, about the middle of August, by two 
young men who were, at that time, aspirants to promotion in 
the hospital (demonstrators, I believe); and as, during the 
time they were dissecting, their was something in their 
demeanour which led me to think they might have come with 
an unfriendly intent, though nothing tangible dropped from 
them—(one expression which they let fall, is imprinted on 
my mind, namely: “ The students have not a taste for pickled 
bodies,”)—I subsequently took the precaution of submitting 
the leg and thigh of the injected body which they had 
dissected, to the scrutiny of Dr. Topp, one of the anatomical 
lecturers at King’s College, and obtained from him the cer- 
tificate dated August 23, 1836, which I shall presently insert. 
As a further precaution, I, some weeks after, prevailed upon 
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Mr. Macxmurpo, the Senior Lecturer in Anatomy at St. 
Thomas’s Hospital, to come to Guy’s. Mr. Macxmurpo, 
after carefully examining all my preparations, including the 
injected body, gave me the certificate dated September 24, 
1836. To that last certificate I also particularly solicit your 
attention. 

I continued to exhibit my preparations at Guy’s, without 
the slightest reserve, to all parties who came; I did this from 
_ about the 10th of July, until the 4th of October; in cor- 

roboration of which latter date, I have a note of Dr. So- 
MERVILLE’s fixing to meet me at Guy’s, to inspect them 
on that day. Thus it is incontrovertible, that during the 
greater part of July, and the whole of August and September, 
the hottest months of the year, 1 maintained my position at 
Guy’s. What have my adversaries—what has Mr. Har- 
RISON to say to this? Is it possible, is it conceivable, that 
any man whose “whole experiment” was, as Sir BENJAMIN 
Bropigz, Mr. Sranuey, and Mr. Harrison, would have 
you believe, “aA COMPLETE FAILURE,” could have stood his 
ground within the walls of Guy’s Hospital, with all eyes upon 
him and his preparations, during twelve or fourteen weeks of 
the hottest portion of the year? The fact and the statement, 
are directly at variance. 

Having entered upon the month of October, and the season 
for lectures and dissection having commenced, we arrive at 
perhaps the most extraordinary fact of all. At the latter end 
of September, Mr. Harrison himself proposed to me, that 
the bodies which I had had all this while in my special keep- 
ing, should be transferred from the room in which they were, 
to the ordinary dissecting rooms ; assigning as a reason, that 
at the commencement of the season, they: were always 
desirous to make as good a show as possible; meaning, as I 
understood, in order to induce pupils to enter. These two 
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facts, Str Jamus, I do most earnestly desire to press upon 
your attention; the first, that I maintained my ground with 
‘ prepared bodies in Guy’s Hospital during the time I have 
stated; the second, that at the end of that time, Mr. Har- 
RISON himself was the man to propose that they should then 
be transferred to the pupils’ dissecting rooms. If Mr. Har- 
RISON, in 1842, chooses to say that the whole of my experi- 
ment at Guy’s in 1836, was a complete failure, what is his 
testimony worth? 

This last proposal of Mr. Harrison’s, was one to which 
I, of course, could not listen: that he well knew when he made 
it; but it furnished him with an excuse to others for breaking 
off his connexion with me. I was in no respect to blame. 
The bodies once out of my custody, what possible security 
could I have had, that they would not have been tampered 
with to my disadvantage? what guarantee that they would 
not have been analyzed and submitted to chemical or other 
tests, for the purpose of discovering my secret ? 

Mr. Harrison having proceeded to hold out a threat of 
taking legal possession of the bodies, I immediately gave 
notice that I should deliver them over for interment; at the 
same time, as this second request of Mr. Harrison (so 
much bolder than his original one), was directly in the teeth 
of one of my fundamental stipulations, I felt I could not 
place any further confidence in his honor; and that my only 
security lay in rendering the bodies unfit for dissection. This, 
as a matter of prudence and necessity, I did; and then de- 
livered them over for interment. Thus ended my connexion 
with Mr. Harrison, a gentleman who, in the affairs of 
Guy’s, has been so long accustomed to have his will regarded 
as law, that he can ill brook independence in any man. 

On the 7th of October, 1836, I finally left Guy’s, having 
a claim upon Mr. Harrison (unfortunately not reduced to 
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writing) for a compensation for my time from the latter end 
of the previous June, to that date, which claim he has ever 
since met evasively. With the funds.of the richest Hospital 
in England constantly passing through his hands, he has 
urged the plea of want of funds. 

In your speech on Mr. Harpy’s motion, you represented 
Sir Bensamin Bropie as stating, upon the authority of 
Mr. Harrison and Mr. STanuey, that “the whole experi- 
ment was a complete failure ;” it is therefore of the utmost 
importance to my case that you should be apprized, that 
neither of those gentlemen to whom Sir BensaAmin refers 
as “authorities,” knows any thing of this, my greatest ex- 
periment, from observations made by himself. With their 
own eyes they have not witnessed one of those preparations. 
They are as incapable of speaking of them from their own 
personal knowledge, as is Sir Bensamin himself. It isa 
remarkable feature in my case, that, of all the Medical Staff 
_ of Guy’s, no one individual has ever been publicly put for- 
_ward to support and corroborate Mr. Harrison’s statement 
of the result. Well do I remember the generous encomium 
pronounced at Guy’s by Mr. Branssy Cooper, on one 
occasion, after he had examined the specimens :-—“ Really 
Mr. Roserts, this is beautiful,” were his words. 

But while the Medical Staff of Guy’s Hospital, where the 
chief experiments* took place, have never up to this hour, 
even whispered, as far as I can learn, such an opinion as Mr. 
HARRISON is said to have pronounced, there have been other 
whisperings, and of a description which—thanks to the Bishop 
of Exeter—I am in a position to give an account of. Through 
the kindness of that distinguished prelate, I am in possession 
of a letter dated “ Guy’s Hospital, 7th May, 1838,” which 


* I call them my “‘ chief experiments,” because they were experiments 
upon entire bodies, and the only entire bodies ever submitted to my process. 
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certainly gives no flattering account of my experiments there. 
The letter is as follows :— 


*“Guy’s HospiTa, 7th May, 1838. 
“Sir, 
“The large masses of human flesh seen by Mr. Roserts, at 
Guy’s Hospital, were probably four bodies he attempted to preserve, 
which became decomposed under his process, and were buried 
without dissection. 

“The utmost care 1s taken to prevent the parts of subjects being 
mixed ; but, from the nature of the thing, it is impossible to say but 
it may occur occasionally. 

‘**As to the sale of bones, Davis has often imported them from 
France, and even went personally to Paris to do so; and if he should 
have ever taken the bones of a pauper subject, it was at the risk of 
losing a good situation ; for so strict have we been at Guy’s, that a 
student, last year, having purloined an extremity, it was reported to 
Dr. SomERVILLE, and the student was not suffered to again dissect 
here. 

‘Such, Sir, are the remarks I have to make upon the points to 
which you have directed my attention; and would only add, that 
the character of Davis, by all who know him, is far above the in- 
sinuation thrown out against him. I never knew a man, in such a 
situation, conduct himself with so much propriety, and the case of 
the student alluded to, was from his report of the delinquency.” 

Yours faithfully” 


And now, Sir JAMES, is your curiosity awakened to know 
who it is, that, while the whole Medical Staff of Guy’s are 
silent, steps forward (unprompted, of course), to prejudice my 
claims? It is no other than Mr. JAmMres BroweE.tu, the 
House Steward of Guy’s, a non-medical personage, who 
never, at any time, saw a single one of the preparations in 
question ; never once crossed the threshold of the room in 
which they were exhibited; and who, when solicited by me 
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to view them (as he was on several oceasions), uniformly ex- 
cused himself by saying that “the matter was in Mr. Har- 
RISON’S hands.” 

As it was just possible the name of Mr. Davis, might 
not have reached the ears of the Bishop, the late Sir 
AstLEY Cooper, who appears to have been the channel 
through which the letter was forwarded, kindly, as Mr. Har- 
R1soNn’s friend, I conelude, indorsed it—not with any opinion 
of his own on the subject of my experiments; not a syllable 
escapes him either in praise or in disparagement of them; 
but the prudent Sir AsTuey, having the recollection of the 
certificate he had once signed clearly before him, contents 
himself with giving Mr. Davis, the porter of the dissecting 
room, a character! Thus does Sir AsTLeEy, at one and the 
same moment, oblige his friend Mr. Harrison, and dexter- 
ously contrive to keep out of ascrape. The indorsement upon 
the House Steward’s letter, is in the following terms :-— 


‘To the above testimony of Davis’s character I beg to add my 
own, for there never was a person in his situation of greater integrity, 
or one in whose conduct more and well-merited confidence’ could 
be reposed.”’ 


(Signed) ‘‘AsTLEY COOPER.” 
“* May 8, 1838.” 


Having thus traced the “pea” till we have discovered it 
under Mr. BRowEuu’s “cup,” I will not attempt to guess 
where the art of thimble-rig may whirl it next. 

Against this document which I have inserted verbatim, I 
now feel it due to my case to produce the certificates of Dr. 
Topp and Mr. Mackmurpo, two Anatomists of the very 
first eminence. They will enable you, Sir Jamss, to dis- 
cover on which side the truth lies. 


** I hereby certify that I have had various opportunities of forming 
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an opinion respecting the value of the fluid prepared by Mr. Ro- 
BERTS, for the purpose of preserving animal substances. 

**I believe it to be a most valuable acquisition to the Anatomist, 
and that it preserves parts of human bodies, with less alteration of 
the natural aspect of the different structures, than any other fluid or 
preparation I have ever seen employed. Indeed I cannot hesitate to 
say that a limb preserved by this fluid, even for so long a period as 
six weeks or two months, is quite as useful for the purposes of dis- 
section as in its freshest state.” 

(Signed) “«R. B. Topp, 
Professor of Physiology and Morbid 
Anatomy in King’s College.” 
“26, PARLIAMENT STREET, - 
August 23, 1836.” 


«Having on several occasions examined different bodies which 
have been preserved by Mr. Roperrs’s Anti-septic fluid for various 
periods of time, I most. willingly bear my testimony in favor of this 
gentleman’s discovery. 

‘<I have dissected portions of bodies preserved in this manner, Sor 
many months previous tomy visits; Ifound them free from the usual 
offensive smell; the different structures were preserved in their in- 
tegrity, and the deep seated muscles, §e., exhibited the color and 
firmness peculiar to the flesh of bodies recently dead: the skin, 
vessels, and nerves, as well as the internal viscera, excited my surprise 
by the natural and fresh appearance. From the experience I have 
had of the effects of this process, I am led to anticipate the best 
results, whether I consider the health of the students, or their in- 
creased advantages in studying Anatomy.” 

(Signed) ‘“‘GitBeERT MackMURDO, 
Senior Lecturer on Anatomy and 
Physiology at St. Thomas’s Hospital.” 
<¢7, New Broap STREET, 
24th September, 1836.” 


I entreat you, Sir JAMES, to mark the date of this last 
certificate. 
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The case between me and the College of Surgeons, which 

Sir Bens Amin Bropie appears to have thrown in as a make- 
weight, amounts to nothing. My connexion with the College 
may be dispatched in a few words :—It is true that I made a 
proposal to that body, but one differing essentially from that 
which Str BENJAMIN attributes to me. In consequence of 
that proposal, I was summoned by an official note (see Appen- 
dix K.) to meet the Board of Curators in the month of May, 
1836, and was directed to bring with me any preparations I 
might have ;. and also (what appeared to me to be a little un- 
reasonable)—“ a sample of the liquid or material I used in my 
process.” At the appointed time I attended, producing a 
number of my preparations; but, for obvious reasons, with- 
holding that which constituted my secret. The Board had 
‘my preparations conveyed into the room in which they 
assembled, and after continuing in deliberation about two 
hours, broke up without calling me in, or coming to any 
decision; and I have never been able to obtain an answer 
from those gentlemen from that day to this. Such was the 
treatment I received, from “the Board of Curators.” 

I have now, Sir James, shown the character of the 
evidence by which you have been misled. But there is still 
a reason of perhaps greater weight than any I have yet urged, 
why you should grant me a re-hearing, and if I may be 
allowed the use of the term, a new trial. It is this—that 
EVERY TITTLE OF THE EVIDENCE, SUCH AS IT 
IS, ON WHICH YOU HAVE DECIDED AGAINST 
ME, IS DRAWN FROM ALLEGED TRANSACTIONS 
IN THE YEAR 1836; WHEREAS MY NEGOCIATION 
WITH THE GOVERNMENT THROUGH Mr. WAR- 
BURTON WAS SUBSEQUENT TO THOSE TRANS- 
ACTIONS, AND DID NOT COME TO A CRISIS: 
UNTIL APRIL 1838. | 

It was with a perfect knowledge of all the previous steps I 
had taken, including my connexion with Mr. Harrison, that 
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Mr. WarBuRTON undertook the advocacy of my claims. It 
was not until 1838, that that gentleman, who had been in 
frequent communication with Mr. Sprine Rice upon the 
subject during the previous eighteen months, told me that he 
was called upon to make a Report to the Government; but 
that, before he would consent to make it, he must be put in 
possession of my secret; that concession on my part, he stated 
to be indispensible, as the condition of his proceeding. I yielded, 
and in that year he made his Report, testifying in the most 
decisive terms to the completeness and economy of my 
process. 

What has occurred since, to invalidate my claims?) My 
opponents have nothing subsequent to allege; they can only 
go back to 1836, and even then, have no chance of making 
out their allegations, but by misrepresenting the occurrences 
of that year. The question which I beg respectfully to propose 
for your dispassionate consideration is this :—whether the 
Report of the confidential agent of the late Government, 
made in consequence of his own experiments, and after I had 
disclosed to him my secret is to be got rid of; whether it is 
to be superseded and invalidated, by statements of supposed 
transactions in 1836, made by parties, not one of whom from 
Sir BenyJAMiIn Bropie downwards, has personal cognizance 
of the facts to which he is forward to speak? Such testimony, 
I humbly submit, ought never to have been entertained for a 
moment; still less should it have been put in competition 
with the official Report of the authorized agent of the late 
Government, who had the whole case before him, and had an 
opportunity of testing my discovery with his own hands. 

If Mr. Warsurrton’s Report, after all, fails to convince 
you, am I unreasonable in requesting that a fresh inquiry may 
be instituted, before my process is stigmatized by a Minister 
of the Crown, as “a complete failure?” a process to the 
efficiency of which not only Sir Bensamin Bropie and Mr. 
STANLEY have borne witness, but the late Sin AsTLEY 
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Coorer, Mr. Joseph Henry Green, Mr. Mackmurpo, 
Mr. Branspy Coorrr, Mr. Graineer, Mr. Sxery, Dr. 
Topp, and Mr. Parrripce; Dr. Sommrvi.ie, the Ex- 
Inspector of Schools of Anatomy, and finally Mr. WarBurR- 
TON, the referee of the late Government? Of these twelve 
gentlemen (and I could enumerate many others similarly 
situated) there are still ten whose declared opinions in favor 
of my discovery stand unretracted, and unshaken. 

It occurs to me that there may still be a difficulty in your 
mind to which I have not adverted; namely, that of con- 
ceiving how any gentleman moving in so respectable a sphere 
as do Mr. Harrison, and the London Teachers of Anatomy, 
can be combined against an humble individual like myself, to 
keep down a valuable discovery. Mr. Warsurrov, in his 
letter to me, throws a remarkable light upon that subject, but 
not all the light that can be thrown. He accounts for their 
hostility on the ground that they are opposed to summer 
teaching. But.in addition to that, there is, I am confident, 
another reason. I will, as briefly as possible, explain :—The 
principal schools of anatomy derive a great part of their 
supply of bodies from the hospitals to which they are 
attached. The unclaimed bodies of persons dying in these 
institutions cost the anatomical schools nothing. Another 
part of their supply is furnished by the metropolitan work- 
houses. These bodies are obtained on payment of the 
clergyman’s fees, seldom exceeding half-a-crown or three-and- 
saxpence. The remainder of their supply comes from pauper 
houses in the country, and from jails; and the bodies so 
obtained (according to the distances they have to travel), have 
charges upon them amounting to 20s. or 30s. each. Now, the 
Anatomy Act was intended to put a stop to the traffic in 
human bodies ; but while the sale of entire bodies is by the 
new law prohibited, the sale of parts is not. Under the sys- 
tem introduced by Mr. Warsurron’s Act, those profits 


G 


86 LETTER TO 


which formerly went into the pockets of the resurrection-men 
and body-snatchers, as they were called, now actually go into 
-the coffers of those respectable institutions, the hospitals and 
the schools of anatomy. A pupil studying anatomy pays for 
his several portions of the human body precisely as he would 
have done formerly; with this only difference, that the price 
is regulated by a more fixed standard—the fluctuations are 
less. Take Guy’s Hospital as an instance :—Under the ma- 
nagement of Mr. Brnyamin Harrison, who has every thing 
there under his supervision and controul, about £4. is ex- 
tracted from the pockets of the students, for every corpse 
which is laid upon the dissecting table. No matter whether 
it has cost the establishment anything or nothing, upon those 
terms it is allotted to the students; the four pounds being 
often clear gain. 

My invention would greatly economise the use of bodies. 
A much smaller number would suffice. Probably those 
of persons convicted of the heavier crimes would be amply 
sufficient. But this would materially diminish the re- 
venue derived from this traffic, carried on in a wholesale 
manner by these respectable institutions. Guy’s Hospital 
probably does not realize less than from £300 to £400, year- 
ly, by this means, Under the “reformed” system, many 
hundreds of bodies which have not cost the hospital one 
single farthing, or at most 2s. 6d., or 3s. 6d. each, have been 
apportioned to the pupils at not less than the price I have 
stated. 

You, Sir Jamss, I understand, are on the point of cor- 
yecting many abuses which, at various times, have been 
pointed out tothe government. Correct this last crymg abuse 
by which from two to £3000. annually, is drawn from the 
pockets of the medical students in London alone, whose edu- 
cation is made sufficiently expensive without the addition of 
such impositions, and one ground of the hostility shown by 
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interested parties, maligners of my discovery, will be at an 
end. Let the existing system be so corrected that it shall 
cease to be profitable, and the house-steward of Guy’s will no 
longer be instigated to employ his pen in addressing private 
letters to Members of the Legislature, about matters respect- 
ing which he personally, and by his own experience, knows 
absolutely nothing ! : 

There are one or two other remarks which I am desirous of 
making, and the first is this:—there are in London alone 
from 1500 to 2000 pupils who enter to the Anatomical Lec-. 
tures. Many hundreds of these students attend the dissecting 
rooms-in the course of the winter, and have to dissect bodies 
that quickly become decomposed. Under the present system 
the pupils run great risk, and often injure their health materi- 
ally, and in some instances pay the forfeit of their lives. These 
evils the introduction of my discovery would entirely obviate, 
but without the sanction of the Government such a consum- 
mation cannot be effected. 

Under the existing system, there are also other disadvan- 
tages under which the pupils labour, which ought not to be 
overlooked. Many of these young men are destined to go 
abroad, and are looking forward to appointments in Her 
Majesty’s service, or in that of the East India Company. 
Now those who eventually obtain such situations, know not 
how soon, when once they have left their own shores, their 
duty may call them, unaided and alone, to perform what are 
called grand operations ; those upon the skilful performance 
of which, the future efficiency, the freedom from protracted 
suffering, and even the very life of the patient—often one who 
may be of the utmost value to his country—may depend. 
Here at home their want of skill, judgment, and experience, 
might have been compensated, and supplied; but once 
abroad, and they must then often depend solely upon their 
own resources; climate or casualties of one kind or another, 
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are constantly carrying off the senior surgeons where there are 
none but junior to supply their place. Under the present 
system—as Dr. SomeRvVILLE’s Circular, already referred to 
shows—600 pauper bodies annually, are not sufficient for the 
Anatomical Schools of London alone. Such is the waste of 
them, that the most industrious pupils are constantly losing 
part of the dissecting season, through the want of an adequate 
supply, or from the interruption of their health, resulting from 
the pollution of the atmosphere they necessarily breathe. If 
their constitutions can bear the eonfinement, still, even in 
that case, they are constantly checked in acquiring Anatomical 
knowledge and experience, because, with an insufficient and 
irregular supply (now of necessity confined to the winter 
months), they cannot keep the suljects which they do obtain 
sufficiently long for that minute, deliberate, and repeated 
study of the parts, which is requisite to render the pupil in 
Anatomy competent to the higher duties of his profession ; 
and it 1s amatter of notoriety, that a very considerable number 
of the pupils who now pass the College of Surgeons, pass solely 
by the aid of what is called the grinding system; there being 
teachers who devote themselves to that particular branch of 
instruction, and to whom the appellation of “ grinders” is 
commonly applied. Hence the great majority of the pupils 
who become Assistant Surgeons in the public services to 
which I have referred, have to go through a course of practice 
upon living subjects instead of dead ones, before they can by 
possibility become skilful and safe operators. 

On the indispensible importance of an Anti-septic Process 
to the perfecting of the excellent plans you are understood to 
contemplate,* for effecting the more decent interment of the 
bodies of destitute paupers which may, from time to time, be 
submitted to Anatomical uses, I will not on this occasion 
dwell. I have perhaps sufficiently adverted to that topic in 


-* This passage had reference to plans which have not been carried out, 
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my former communications to her Majesty’s Government 
and especially in my last petition to the House of Commons. 
Suffice it for me now to say, that such is the rapid decay of 
human bodies after death—so quickly do they perish, if left to 
the ordinary rules of nature—that the business of the! Ana- 
tomical Schools cannot be carried on with a due respect either 
to the feelings of surviving relatives, or to what are the just 
claims of the departed, unless some Anti-septic Process is 
resorted to. 

But, entirely waving that argument on this occasion, I beg 
to press upen your attention, that the introduction of an Anti- 
septic Process is due to the living; this point is clear and in- 
disputable, whether we regard merely the health, the com- 
fort, and the lives of the Anatomical pupils, or take into account 
the welfare and interests of those who may hereafter be de- 
pendent upon them for professional assistance. An Anti- 
septic Process that will preserve bodies in the state and under 
the circumstances that mine has been shown capable of doing, 
is of the very utmost importance to the progress and extension 
of Medical and Anatomical Science, _ 

I now conclude this my appeal to your sense of justice, by 
a request that you will institute a fresh, a searching, and an 
impartial inquiry, into the merits of my discovery for pre- 
serving human bodies for Anatomical uses; assuring you, 
that by the result of such inquiry I am prepared cheerfully 
to abide. 

I have the honor to be, Sir, 


Your most obedient and very humble servant, 


WILLIAM ROBERTS; 


SECOND LETTER TO SIR J. GRAHAM, BART. 
Her Majesty's Secretary of State for the Home Department. 


December 14, 1842. 

Sir, 

Since I had the honour of transmitting to you a 
summary of my case, which I did on the 25th of last October, 
I have had the good fortune to lay my hands upon two do- 
cuments which I had happened to mislay, and which I now 
annex.* 

The first of these is a copy of a letter from that eminent 
surgeon and anatomist, Mr. Ginperr Macxmurpo, dated 
August 25, 1836, the original of which is in the Home Office. 
The points to which I would particularly draw your attention 
in reference to this document, are, first, that it was written, 
as the date shows, during the time that I was conducting my 
experiments within the walls of Guy’s Hospital, and m one 
of the hottest months of the year; secondly, that it was 
written after Mr. Macxmurpo had visited Guy’s, and 
been an eye-witness of my experiments there; and thirdly, 
that the injected body, to the state of which he so pointedly 
alludes, was, and could be, no other than the one which 
Davis, the porter of the dissecting room at Guy’s, had him- 
self injected a month after it had been submitted to my 
process. 

These explanatory points which I now urge, are each 
capable of clear and indisputable proof. 

The other letter (addressed to Lorp Jonun RussEuu), of 
which I transmit a copy, is of secondary importance, but is 
not without its value, as tending to show that the late Dr. 


* See Appendix (L.) and (N.) 
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BrrkKB&ckK, a man of creat scientific attainments, had taken 
up the advocacy of my claims on no light grounds. 

Feeling convinced that you have too confidingly listened 
to the statements of parties who have private interests and 
friendships to serve, I am anxious to place before you every 
document that can contribute to bring you to a just and 
equitable decision, in the still unshaken confidence, that it is 
your wish to arrive at the truth, and take that course which 
your deliberate judgment, with all the facts before you, may 
dictate. 

The circumstance should never be lost sight of, that, 
surrounded as my case has been with barriers and hindrances 
now for a number of years, it had next to none to encounter 
until that combination and union of anatomical teachers 
(gentlemen opposed to summer teaching), was formed, which, 
as I have shown by documentary evidence, was plotted and 
originated in October 1836, by the now discharged Inspector 
of Anatomy—a combination as decidedly injuriaus to the public 
interests as to mine. From that period I have been con- 
stantly met by counter-working in the dark. From open 
and manly hostility, the parties have invariably shrunk. 

If, after perusing the documents which I now annex, it 
should appear to you, that there still remain points on which 
my statements have not been sufficiently clear and explicit; o¥ 
if there should happen to be any fresh topic or charge con- 
nected with my case upon which you are desirous of receiving 
my explanations, I can only say, that I shall be most thankful 
if you will afford me an opportunity of supplying the requisite 
information, and that I will furnish it to the uttermost of my 
power. If Mr. BrowE tt, the house-steward, Mr. Harrison, 
the treasurer of Guy’s, or any one else, has any thing to 
allege against me or my discovery, let us be confronted. Let 
me know my accusers, and have an opportunity afforded me 
of meeting them upon something like equal terms. Do not, 
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im consequence of any prejudice which you may have ineau- 
tiously allowed yourself to imbibe in the first instance, or 
through the pressure of business in the department over 
which you have been called upon to preside—do not, I say, 
leave me to be victimised by anonymous accusers, or by per- 
sons at whose names and statements I can only get by the 
most fortuitous accidents. From fair and manly treatment I 
fear nothing ; but from such attempts to ruin my humble re- 
putation I have every thing to fear. These stabs in the dark, 
come from what hands they may, are as unmanly as they are 
un-English. 

I am, now, in your hands. As her Majesty’s Chief 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, you can do me 
justice, and more I do not ask. 


Anxiously awaiting your determination. 


I have the honor to be, Sir, 
Your most obedient and very humble servant, 
(Signed) | WILLIAM ROBERTS. 


THIRD LETTER TO SIR J. GRAHAM, BART. 
Her Majesty's Secretary of State for the Home Department. 


SS 


JANUARY, 4, 1843. 
SIR, 

The statement of facts which I had the honor of 
transmitting to you on the 25th of last October, was calcu- 
lated, I had hoped, to remove entirely from your mind, the 
prejudices you had imbibed, when, in the discussion that 
took place on Mr. Harpy’s motion, you publicly stated that 
my invention had been “investigated, and found defective.” 
You have now in your possession a chain of incontrovertible 
proofs to the contrary. The evidence before you as to the 
perfection of my discovery, is now, I venture respectfully to 
maintain, complete. 

As to the importance of some Anti-septic Process appli- 
cable to bodies intended for dissection, there has never, I 
believe, been any difference of opinion. You have yourself 
acknowledged (and this, on the occasion to which I have re- 
ferred), that if “Mr. Roperrs had made such a discovery as he 
had described, he would be entitled to areward.” — My process 
is one which cannot fail “to promote and facilitate the prac- 
tical study of Anatomy,” an object the importance of which 
to the profession and the public (I use the words of the In- 
spectors of Schools of Anatomy, as employed in their recent 
Circular), “it is difficult to exaggerate.” 

From that document, it is clear that the Inspectors feel 
that the Anatomy Act has not worked properly, and that, | 
under existing circumstances, it is a most difficult Act to work 
at all creditably: that the greatest care is requisite “to avoid 
to the utmost all causes of offence to feelings and prejudices ;” 
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and finally, that not only “parochial authorities” have to be 
conciliated, but “ public opinion.” 

Those causes of offence to feelings and prejudices, I ven« 
ture once more to affirm, can never be removed without the 
adoption of some Anti-septic Process, _ 

Let the greatest care be taken “in all the steps relating 
to the mode of receiving bodies,”’—let “the accuracy and the 
genuineness of the Medical Certificates” be ever so scrupu- 
lously attended to,—let “the notice to the Inspector in the 
prescribed period before removal” be given with the most 
undeviating punctuality,—still the final object of all these 
arrangements, “the decent interment of the remains of each 
body after examination,” can never be secured without an 
Anti-septic Process to preserve identity. Putrefaction must 
be arrested by some means or other :—if not, whether the 
burial of a body, received for Anatomical examination, takes 
place in six weeks (now the legal limit), or in the shorter 
period of a month, decent interment will be entirely unattain- 
able. Under the present system, it is notorious that the 
parts are perpetually sloughing away, as it is called, even in 
the winter months, and often long before the pupils can 
retrace and correct their first dissections. The most inde= 
fatigable of the medical students can seldom investigate so 
thoroughly and minutely as to get more than a very slender 
knowledge of Anatomy, though it has been justly termed the 
key-stone of their profession. The difficulty is one which no 
precautions that are practicable under the existing Law, and 
no fresh provisions that might be introduced into any amended 
Act, can properly meet in the absence of a preservative pro- 
cess. Without this, the means of proving identity will be 
gradually but constantly diminishing, and the knowledge of 
this will continue to foster that apathy, of which the newly-ap- 
pointed Inspectors already so justly complain, as evinced by 
“nearly all, whose feelings or more immediate interests are not 
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involved.” 'The only effectual check to that apathy will be 
furnished by providing the uneffaceable means of proving 
identity, which could easily be connected with the process, the 
secret of which I have been induced to confide to Her 
Majesty’s Government, and which means I shall, at any time 
when called upon, be happy to point out. 

The Inspectors are right in making the efforts they are 
doing, though it be but in the forlorn hope of removing that 
apathy; but, until the Anatomy Act is combined with an 
Anti-septic Process, their efforts will be unavailing; Anato- 
mical Science will continue to be retarded, and the religious 
feelings of the community wounded; while the prospect of 
decent interment to the languishing and friendless pauper, if 
entertained at all, will remain the grossest of delusions. ; 

I have now, in conclusion, a request to make:—My 
recent statements, and especially the one bearing date the 
25th of October, include the mention of many important par- 
ticulars with which you were entirely unacquainted when you 
declined, some months ago, to proceed farther in this matter. 
I am now, therefore, anxious to learn whether you have taken 
them into consideration; and, if so, whether they have, in 
any respect, altered your determination, or whether your 
former answer must be regarded by me as final. Information 
upon these points, I now earnestly and respectfully solicit.” 


I have the honor to be, Sir, 
Your most obedient and very humble Servant, 


(Signed) WitiiAM Roperts. 


SPEECH OF SIR JAMES GRAHAM, BART. 
See Times, July 18, 1842. 


Sir James Granam said, that amidst the great variety of 
subjects that were brought under the consideration of the 
house, scarcely any question was less calculated for public 
discussion in an assembly of that kind than the present one. 
(Hear.) He thought also that it was still less eligible for 
discussion before any tribunal which that house might ap- 
point. (Hear.) He admitted the importance of the ques- 
tion. However distressing it might be to the feelings of 
some persons, it was absolutely necessary, for the benefit of 
the living, that morbid Anatomy should be practiced. Until 
the Anatomy Act was passed, there were many outrages com- 
mitted upon public decency, and much danger to human life 
was incurred, in the mode in which bodies were procured for 
dissection. During the inquiries before the Committee which 
was appointed at the suggestion of Mr. Warsurron, to 
whose exertions the passing of the Anatomy Bill was mainly 
attributable, sufficiently disgusting exposures were made ré- 
specting the disinterment of bodies; but since that Bill had 
become the law of the land, the scenes of violence and crime 
which accompanied those exhumations had almost, if not 
entirely, ceased. (Hear, hear.) He would inform his honor- 
able and learned friend, that so long ago as that time, Mr. 
WARBURTON was in communication with the inventor upon 
the subject. It was then thought that the experiment of Mr. 
Roserts would be an available one. He (Sir James Gra- 
HAM) could not dissemble from the house that wo or three of 
the enactments of the Anatomy Act had not been complied with; 
but he wished to set his honorable and learned friend right 
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with regard to the provision respecting Inspectors. The Act 
did not prescribe three Inspectors, but the clause was of a 
permissive nature, giving a power to appoint three Inspectors, 
should that number be thought necessary. One only had been 
nominated ; consequently the expense of the whole establishinent 
was less than if three had been appointed ; while, he believed, the 
duty was better fulfilled than it would be if three Inspectors 
were engaged. 

As to the quarterly returns, he had in his office distinct 
proofs that his predecessors had from time to time watched the 
working of the act; therefore it had not been a dead letter ; and 
he could assure his hon. and learned friend that he had paid 
due attention to this department of the public business. The 
allegations respecting the burial of bodies were submitted by 
himself to a commission consisting of Mr. Roarrs, a Queen’s 
counsel, and he believed now a deputy-judge advocate, and 
Mr. GREEN, a distinguished surgeon; and all the abuses com- 
plained of were checked, Dr. Somervitue being warned of 
them, and desired to prevent their recurrence. All the pro- 
visions of the Act were, he believed, most carefully attended 
to. Having stated the substance of the report, he hoped the 
house would not press for its production. Passing from the 
Anatomy Bill, he would now come to the prayer of the petition, 
which he believed to be, under the guise of an attempt to carry 
out more effectively the objects of that Bill, an application for 
a grant from the public purse for an alleged discovery for 
national importance. (Hear, hear). Jf Mr. Roserts had 
made such a discovery as he had described, he would be enti- 
tled to a reward; but, from the best information he had 
been able to collect, he was led to the conclusion that the 
opposite was the case. His hon. friend had mentioned a cer- 
tificate which was signed in 1836 by many eminent men, who 
stated that from what they saw, it was a discovery of great 
importance and most useful to society. Three names were 
mentioned by his hon. friend—Sir B. Bropiz, Mr.Sran.ey, 
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and Mr. Green, and three more eminent persons and com- 
petent judges of the matter could scarely have been found. 
His hon. friend also said that the teachers of anatomy were 
prejudiced against Mr. Roperts, and wished to continue the 
present system for the sake of obtaining pupils. Why, to: 
such a man as Sir B. Bropie it must be a positive sacrifice 
to be withdrawn from his professional business with patients ; 
but he was a man who disregarded personal advantages in his 
zeal for the promotion and improvement of that science which 
he adorned. (Hear, hear.) In April, 1836, Mr. RoBrerts 
proposed to the College of Surgeons that they should give 
him 1,000£, for his invention, and use their interest with the 
Government to procure for him a further sum of 2,000£. “I 
cannot find that the college (says Sir B.Bropi) ever answer- 
ed this application. Mr. Roperts afterwards made some simi- 
lar proposals to the teachers of anatomical schools. Sir A. 
Cooper’ and,-myself signed a paper, which you have seen, 
after examining a body which Mr. Roserrs said had been 
unburied some time. But subsequently it appeared that the 
whole experiment was a complete failure.” This was the tes- 
timony given on the authority of Mr. Harrison, the trea- 
surer of Guy’s Hospital, and Mr.Sranuey. Sir B. Bropie 
went on to state that the same discovery had been made in 
France; and he added in his communication, “ However 
useful it may be, it can never supersede the necessity of dis- 
section.” He thought, then, that it was sufficiently clear from 
the opinions of men whose original impressions were in favour 
of the discovery, that it had been already fully investigated, 
and had proved to be a failure. Hetherefore trusted that his 
honorable and learned friend would not press his motion. 
(Hear, hear.) 

Mr. Harpy replied, that he should be sorry to press this 
or any other motion upon the attention of the house after 
observations similar to those just made by the right hon. 
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baronet. He was not aware that the facts detailed in the 
petition, which certainly seemed to be very extraordinary in 
their nature, had been the subject of previous consideration, 
or he would not have urged them again upon the notice of 
the house and the Government. At the same time, it was 
strange that Sir B. Bropie and other eminent gentlemen 
should have been so indiscreet as to sign the certificate which 
he had read to the house, merely upon the representation of 
Mr. Rosperts, that he kept a body unburied for a certain 
length of time. After what had been stated by the right 
hon. baronet and seeing the disposition of the house, he 
should not press his motion. (Hear.) 
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(A). 
COPY OF A LETTER OF DR. SOMERVILLE, THE GOVERNMENT 
INSPECTOR OF SCHOOLS OF ANATOMY. 


“5, Saville Row, 19th Sep. 1836. 
“ DEAR SIR, 


I feel it my duty, on the approach of another season, to 
call your attention to some circumstances in the operation of the 
Anatomy Act; and to express my great anxiety that, by your zeal- 
ous co-operation, the difficulties which have hitherto occurred may 
be avoided. 

«The number of bodies received for Anatomical Examination in 
London during the session 1835-6, amounts to about 600. There 
has never existed a doubt on my mind, that, were some of the Tea- 
chers to unite their exertions with the Inspector, for the purpose of 
carrying into effect the regulations established by the Secretary of 
State, solely for the advantage of the Schools, an increase would re- 
sult to the supply far exceeding even the increasing demand. 

“To ensure this desirable object, I shall be happy to confer with 
you at any time you may appoint, to concert the best means of 
overcoming the difficulties which still exist in some of the Parishes. 

** As it has ever been an object of the first importance, that the 
bodies should be distributed to the Schools according to the just 
claims of each, I need not assure you of my anxiety to promote any 
scheme which you can suggest to further this end, and I shall be 
obliged by your communicating it to me as early as convenient, 
that it may be submitted to the consideration of Lorp JouHn 
RussELL.” 

¥e:T sini, 
* Dear Sir, 
** Yours very faithfully, 
(Signed) *« James C. SoMERVILLE.” 
————— Esq. Teacher of Anatomy, &c.” 


é To 
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(B.) 


JOINT CERTIFICATE. 
‘‘ March, 1836. 


** We, the undersigned Surgeons and Anatomical Teachers in 
London, have witnessed the effects of a liquid, prepared and em- 
ployed by Mr. Witit1am Roserts, for the purpose of preserving 
animal bodies from putrefaction. 

** We are convinced, from what we have seen, that Mr. RoBERts’s 
preparation is capable of keeping in a fresh, moist, and inoffensive 
state, the flesh of animals; and we think that it may become in this 
way of important use to Surgeons and Students of Anatomy ; and 
that it may be made to promote, materially, the objects of the Ana- 
tomical Bill. 

“ We shall be glad if any means can be devised, by which this 
discovery may be made cheaply available to the profession, without 
obliging its inventor to tie it by patent right. 

(Signed) ‘© ASTLEY COOPER. 
B. C. Bropiez. 
JosEPpH Henry GREEN, 


GILBERT MAckmuRDO, 
Senior Lecturer on Anatomy, St. Thomas’s Hospital. 


R. O. GRAINGER, 
Senior Lecturer on Anatomy Webb-street School. 


Branssy B. Coorerr, 
Senior Lecturer on Anatomy at Guy’s Hospital. 


FrepeEric C. Sxery, 
Senior Lecturer on Anatomy at Aldersgate-street School. 


Epwarp STANLEY, 
Senior Lecturer on Anatomy at St. Bartholomew’s Hospital. 


RicHARD PARTRIDGE, 
Senior Lecturer on Anatomy at King’s College. 


R. B. Topp,” 


Senior Lecturer on Anatomy at Westminster Hospital.” 


(C.) 
COPY OF A LETTER OF Mr. S. M. PHILLIPPS, UNDER SECRETARY 


OF STATE, 
Whitehall, Sep. 24, 1836. 


‘Sir, 
“YT am directed by Lorp Jonn Rvussewt to acknow- 


ledge the receipt of Dr. BrrkBEck’s letter transmitted by you, to 
H 
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gether with written communications from Mr. Rogers to Dr. 
BIRKBECK, on the subject of a process for the Preservation of Dead 
Bodies for the purposes of dissection. 

“< The importance and utility of the process appear to be 
strongly attested be very eminent Anatomists. But Lorp JoHn 
RusseLtu would not feel himself warranted in recommending that 
the course proposed by Mr. Roserts should be adopted, namely, 
that the Government should pay to Mr. Roxserrts the sum of 
£5,000 for the process invented by him, for the use and. benefit 
of Anatomical Schools. . 


(Signed) “«S, M. Pariuiprs.” 
“To the Right Hon. the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer, &¢. &c, &c.” 


(D.) 
COPY OF A LETTER OF HENRY WARBURTON Esa., LATE M.P. 
FOR BRIDPORT. 
“Sir, 

“Tam sorry to inform you that I have received a letter 
from the Home Office, stating, that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
having referred to that office the question of remunerating you for 
your discovery of a method of preserving animal substances from 
putrefaction, Lorp Joun Russet has declined recommending 
a grant of public money for that purpose. 

“TI was not aware, until I received this communication, that the 
matter had been so referred. 

<T should conjecture that it is the representations of gentlemen 
who are opposed to summer teaching, that have prevailed against 
you. 


‘‘T have informed Sir Groree Srncuair of the result of this 
application. 


(Signed) “Henry WARBURTON, 


April 9, 1838.” 
“To Mr, W. Roperts.” 
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(E.) 
COPY OF A LETTER FROM THE COLLEGE OF SURGEONS. 


; “ College of Surgeons, April 21, 1836. 
** SIR, 


‘IT am directed by the Chairman of the Board of Curators 
of the museum of this College to request the favor of your attendance 
at a meeting of the Board on Saturday next, at three o’clock; and 
that you will bring with you some of the Fluid used intyour anti-septic 
process, together with any soft parts which have been preserved in 
it; and any matter which, in your opinion, may tend to prove the 
efficacy of the process. 

(Signed) «C, BaLFour.” 
“To Mr. W. RoBerts.”’ 


(F). 
ADDITIONAL CERTIFICATES. 
“5, Saville Row, March 10, 1836. 

Se NTRS : 

«« Having availed myself of the opportunity which you 
have afforded me, of examining various portions of the human body 
preserved by you, some for a period exceeding six weeks, I owe it to 
you, no less than to the Medical Profession, to bear my testimony to 
the merits of the process by which such decidedly beneficial results 
have been obtained. The portion of an amputated leg and the arm 
called for particular attention, inasmuch as the internal parts did 
not appear to be hardened, and but slightly discoloured, while they 
were perfectly free from any offensive smell. 

**T am, therefore, disposed to believe that the process is iikely to 
be useful ; but to what extent, must wholly depend upon its cost, 
and the facility of its application. 

**T have been directed by Lorp Joun RvussEux to afford every 
facility for the purpose specified in your letter ; but as I consider 
the results of your experiments already decisive, I TRUST you 
WILL NOT THINK IT NECESSARY TO HAVE RECOURSE TO ANY 
MORE EXTENDED MEANS OF PROVING IT. 

(Signed) “James C. SoMERVILLE 


Government Inspector of Schools of Anatomy,” 
“To Mr. W. Roserts.” 
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(G). 
“ Lancaster Place, March 19, 1836. 

“Sir, 

“‘T have received your letter of yesterday, in which you 
request to know what I conceive to be the advantages of your Anti- 
septic. In my opinion they are as follows :— 

** 1. As the schools are not, at present, supplied with above one- 
half of the bodies required for dissection during the winter, and as 
the deficiency is particularly felt during the mild weather at the 
beginning of the session, I think that your Anti-septic would be 
valuable in preserving such unclaimed bodies as might be given up 
by the parishes during the two preceding months of August and 
September. By this plan, there would be something at least for 
students to work on, and as the burial of the bodies would only 
be delayed a little longer, I cannot see any objection to it. 

“2. From what I have seen of the effects of your Anti-septic, I 
can declare that it possesses several advantages over others which at 
different times huve been tried. It does not evaporate like spirit, 
but preserves the parts in their natural moist condition and appear- 
ance ; it does not spoil instruments, or unnaturally harden the flesh 
like oxy-muriate of mercury, salt, nitre, alum, &c. 

' “Of course your preparation, by keeping the atmosphere of dis- 
secting rooms sweet, would contribute im an important degree to 
the health of the students ; but to be generally useful in anatomical 
schools, the expense of preserving each body should not exceed ten 
shillings.* 

(Signed) *“RICHARD PARTRIDGE.” 

“To Mr. W, Roperts.” 


(H). 
‘* 46, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, March 21, 1836. 


“Sir, 

“In reply to your inquiry respecting the results of your Anti- 
septic Process, and its probable advantages, I beg to say that I cannot - 
doubt that its general use will render the number of subjects available 


* The cost would be under ten shillings. —W. R. 
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for the purposes of dissection, and the regularity of the supply, by far 
greater than at present; since, without the means of preservation 
jn a state fitted for anatomical purposes (which your plan alone 
offers), many subjects must be completely lost and wasted. I 
cannot, therefore, but regard your process, if it can be carried on at 
a moderate expense, as a most valuable aid to the beneficial opera- 
tion of the Anatomy Bill. I may add, that the parts preserved 
appear to me in as perfect a condition for dissection as in the recent 
state. 


(Signed) “JosepH Henry Green.” 
“To Mr. W. RoBerts.” 


1). 
. ace Square, March 22, 1836. 

“Sir, + 

; “In reply to your request that I would state my opinion 
on the subject of your Anti-septic, I beg to say that any mode by 
which the progress of decomposition can be arrested must neces- 
sarily be advantageous to the student because tt enables him 
to pursue “2s subject with greater care and deliberation, and to 
revise the oecupation of previous days’ dissection. ‘This is im- 
portant, inasmuch as the present supply of material is very de- 
ficient. 

‘Another advantage would arise from the means that would 
thereby be afforded of summer dissection. I cannot say that I 
attach very great. importance to the fact of its purifying the at- 
mosphere of the dissecting room, because I do not think that, for 
the most part, medical students are very sensible of its impure con- 
dition, or that their health sustains considerable injury from that 
cause. I think it calculated to confer great advantage on the 

student of anatomy in every country ; but in order to render it 
generally available, I consider the expence of its application per 
subject, ought not to exceed the sum of ten or twelve shillings. 

(Signed) “ FrepDERIC C. SKry.” 
* Lecturer on Anatomy, and Assistant Surgeon 


to St. Bartholomew’s.’ 
“To Mr.W. RoBERTs.” 
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(J). 
May, 1836. 
“Having witnessed the results of the experiments of Mr. 
Roserts, instituted for the purpose of arresting the progress of de- 
composition of animal matter, I am of opinion that Mr. Roserts’s 
plan has proved highly successful, and that the desired end has 
been thus far accomplished without producing either hardness or 
dryness. 1am likewise of opinion, that the above invention may 
be advantageously applied in aid of the difficulties that at present 
attend the study of anatomy, by dissection in this country. 
(Signed) “Freperic C. Skey. 
“«* Lecturer on Anatomy, and Assistant Surgeon 
to St. Bartholomew’s Hospital. ”’ 


K). 
Parliament Street, August 23, 1836. 
“J hereby certify, that I have had various opportunities 
of forming an opinion respecting the value of the Fluid prepared by 
Mr. Roserts for the purpose of preserving animal substances. I 
believe it to be a most valuable acquisition to the Anatomist, and 
that it preserves parts of human bodies with less alteration of the 
natural aspect of the different structures than any other fluid or 
preparation I have ever seen employed. Indeed I cannot hesitate 
to say, that a limb preserved in this fluid, even for so long a pe- 
riod as six weeks or two months, ts quite as useful for the 
purposes of dissection as in its freshest state. 
(Signed) “R. B. Topp. 


Professor of Physiology, and Morbid Anatomy 
in King’s College, London.” 


* 


(L). 
‘“* 7, New Broad Street, August 25, 1836. 
“Dear Sir, 

** Having examined very carefully some bodies which 
have been preserved for different lengths of time by means of your 
Anti-septic Fluid, I most willingly express my opinion that it is very 
likely to prove a valuable acquisition to all medical schools. 
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** There was one body with which I was much pleased, viz., one 
which had been injected a month after you had it in your pos- 
session; the injection had run well, and the parts which were 
dissected looked very fresh and exhibited all the characters of the 
several tissues. I likewise examined a limb in which the large and 
deep seated muscles had been dissected, and they possessed the 
colour and freshness of a body very recently dead. Under these 
circumstances, I hope you will meet with that encouragement to 
which your exertions have fully entitled you. 

(Signed) “GILBERT MackmMuRDO.” 
To Mr. W. RoBerts.” 


(M). 


“ 7, New Broad Street, September 24, 1836,” 
‘Having on several occasions examined different bodies 
which have been preserved by Mr. Roserrs’s Anti-septic Fluid for 
various periods of time, I most willingly bear my testimony in favour 
of this gentleman’s discovery. I have dissected portions of bodies 
preserved in this manner for months previous to my visits ; I found 
them free from the usual offensive smell; the different structures 
were preserved in their integrity, and the deep-seated muscles 
&c. exhibited the colour and firmness peculiar to the flesh of bodies 
recently dead. The skin, vessels, and nerves, as well as the in- 
ternal viscera, excited my surprise by the natural and fresh appear- 
ance. From the experience I have had of the effects of this process, 
Tam led to anticipate the best results, whether I consider the health 
- of the students, or their increased advantages in studying Ana- 
tomy. I may also observe, that the Dissecting Instruments do not 
appear to be in any way injured by the fluid used by Mr. Roserts 

in his process. 
(Signed) “GitperT MacKMURDO. 


Senior Lecturer on Anatomy and Physiology 
at St. Thomas’s Hospital.” 
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(N). 
‘38, Finsbury Square, October 4, 1836. 
“My Dear Lorp, 

“Tn a correspondence with Mr. Sprine Rice 
on the subject of a-very important discovery relating to the science 
of Anatomy, I have been informed that the matter has been referred 
entirely to you. Mr. Roserts, the author of this discovery, in- 
forms me that he has not yet been favoured with any communication 
with you; and as it is of considerable moment to him, as well as to 
the Anatomical Schools, to know what may be the intentions of 
government, I have to entreat your early attention to the subject. 

““T may state to you, that I have seen the results of the process 
repeatedly, and that I consider it perfect. It is agreed by every 
anatomist who has spoken of it, that it is most excellent and most 
valuable ; I cannot, therefore, consider there can be a more fitting 
opportunity for the exercise of liberality towards an inventor by 
such an administration as that which, happily for this country, no 


exists. 
(Signed) “GroRGE BirKBECK.”* 
‘To the Right Honourable Lorp Joun RussE11, 
Secretary of State for the Home Department, &c., &c., &c.” 


(0.) 


“* Hadley, May 28, 1838. 
** DEAR SIR, 

‘* T have enclosed a letter to Str Rospert INGtIs in 
order that you may state your case to him. What to recommend 
under the present difficulty in which you are involved, I do not see 
other than the one you have adopted, of bringing your case before 
the Parliament by means of some influential member. 

“T fear, however, that under the present circumstances, you 
will have the opposition of those, without whom your application 


will not be successful. 
(Signed) “ JosepH Henry GREEN.” 


“To Mr. W. Roprrts.” 


APPENDIX. el 109 


FROM SIR GEORGE SINCLAIR, BART., (at that time a Member 
of Parliament, and on very intimate lerms with Mr, War- 
suRTON,) Mr. Roserts received various letters, upon this 
subject, from which the following passages are taken :— 


(P). 
; ! “ April 4, 1837. 

«J have just been favoured with your letter ; I regret much that 
there should be any difficulty thrown in the way of your attaining a 
full remuneration for so beneficial a discovery. Permit me to say, 
that I think you could not adopt a wiser course than that of sub- 
mitting the whole process to Mr. Warsurton. He isa highly 
honorable man, with whom your secret would be quite safe, a very 
just man, who would be anxious to see you properly rewarded ; and 
a very influentialeman, whose authority would have great weight 
both with the Government and with the House of Commons.” 


(Q.) 

‘“¢ September 16, 1837.” 
In this letter Sir GrorGe alludes to a hand-bill which Mr, Ro- 
BERTS had printed, as injudicious ; Sirk GEORGE promises a renewal 
of his efforts to serve Mr. R., and concludes by repeating what 
he states he had often said before, that Mr. R. would never suc- 
ceed with the Government unless Mr. Warsurron pleaded his 


cause, 


(R). 
** December 21, 1837. 
Str GEORGE says: “1 really am very sorry for the delay in the 
settlement of your matters, and have several times spoken to Mr. 
WaRBURTON, who seems quite determined to see justice done to 
you ; but he is now himself trying an experiment upon your plan— 
at least, I so understood hin.” 
(8). 
* January 26, 1838. 
Sir GeorGE says: ‘I have never lost sight of your interests, and 
have sent your letter, which I think a very proper one, to Mr. War- 
BURTON. A PATENT would afford you little security, from the sii 
plicity of the process.” 
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(T). 
“ February 8, 1838. 
Sir GeorGE recommends Mr. Roserts to accept terms short of 
those which had been named to the Government (as the basis of the 
negociation), and to trust to obtaining afterwards “a larger com- 
pensation.” 
(U). 
“March 3, 1838. 
Sir GronrGe, in this letter, alludes to some temporary misun- 
derstanding that subsisted at the date of it, between Mr. Warsur- 
Ton and Mr. Sprine Rice, the then Chancellor of the Exchequer 
(probably arising out of a motion of Str WitL1AM MoLeswortu’s). 
Sir GeorGe thus expresses his cordial wish to further Mr. Ro- 
BERTS’S application: ‘* You know that I am quite ready to act when 
he (Mr. Warsurton) calls upon me so to do; but I can do 
nothing till then.” Sir Georex concludes with these words: ‘I 
am sure he has your interests at heart.” 


(V). 
‘6 April 7, 1838. 
“‘T most sincerely regret the unsuccessful result of Mr. War- 
BURTON'S negociation ; but I must also attest, from my own 
observation, that he was perfectly sincere and zealous in his endea. 
vours to prevail upon the Treasury to accede to your proposition ; 
and Mr. WARBURTON EXPRESSED TO ME HIS DECIDED CONVIC- 
TION THAT YOUR INVENTION IS FULLY ENTITLED TO THE PRAISE 
OF CHEAPNESS AND EFFICACY. Iam quite willing to take charge 
of any petition for you; but no petition for a grant of public re- 
muneration can be presented without the concurrence of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. 
(Signed) “Georce SINCLAIR.” 
“To Mr. W. Roberts.” ! 
(W). 


COPY OF A LETTER FROM SIR G. SINCLAIR. 
“ May 14, 1838. 


<* Sir, 
“ After the best consideration which I can give to the subject, I 
regret much that I must positively decline to bring the subject of 
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your invention before the House. If you can get any other Mem- 
ber to do so, and he succeeds in obtaining a Committee, you 
migHT sumMMoN Mr. WARBURTON AND MYSELF AS WITNESSES 
TO ATTEST THE SIMPLICITY AND THE EFFICACY OF YOUR PLAN. I 
really do not take any blame to myself for the failure of the attempt 
to obtain for you a remuneration from the government. I have 
neither time nor health to prosecute the matter any further, and 
hope you will be able to get it taken up in some more influential 
quarter.” 
(Signed) “GEORGE SINCLAIR.” 
“ To Mr. W. Roperrts.” 


The following document, inserted at the end of this Appendix 
is of immense importance to this Appeal, when tts date is con- 
sidered in reference to Mr. Ronerts’s experiments, including 
those at Guy’s Hospital, which were his final experiments. All 
his experiments, including his public ones, were concluded 
early in the same month of October in which this letter, ad- 
dressed to Mr. Roserts by order of the Anatomical Committee, 
was written. It contains not a syllable of allusion to failure 
in any one of Mr. R’s eaperiments. It is impossible, therefore, 
to read this document and allow to it its due weight, and then to 
believe that there ts any truth whatever in the statement of 
“complete failure,’ which Mr. Stantey and Mr. Harrison 
induced Sin JAMEs Grauam to make on the occasion of Mr. 


Harpy’s motion :— 


(X), 
COPY OF A LETTER FROM MR. PARTRIDGE, THE SECRETARY OF 
THE ANATOMICAL COMMITTEE. 
‘‘ Lancaster-place, October 20, 1836: 


«Mr. PARTRIDGE begs to inform Mr. Roserts that he communi- 
cated his note of the 4th Oct, to the Anatomical Committee which met 
at his house on Tuesday last, and that they unanimously declined 
Mr. Roserts’s proposal, that each Student should pay ten shillings 
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per annum for the use of his anti-septic : such an arrangement ap- 
peared to the Committee impracticable, and besides too expensive. 
The Committee propose instead, that the utility of Mr. Ropmrts’s 
process should be carefully investigated by a Committee, to consist 
of Dr. Birxsrckx, Dr. SomERVILLE, and the Members of the Com- 
mittee of Teachers, viz.:—Mr. Quain, Mr. Graincer, Mr. Lang, 
and Mr, ParrripGe. Should the result prove satisfactory, the Com- _ 
mittee of Teachers pledge themselves, in the name of the Schools of 3 
Anatomy, to recommend Mr. Roserts’s Anti-septic to the Govern- 
ment as deserving encouragement and reward; and, in the event of the 
recommendation not receiving the attention of the Secretary of 
State, the Committee engage to use their best exertions with the 
Teachers to bring Mr. Ronerts’s liquid into general use. 

“If Mr. Roperts can conveniently call upon Mr. PartrinGs, 


~~ he will be happy to communicate any further information.” 


wf 


““To Mr. Roperts.” 


CONVICTED PRISONERS. 


Abstract of return to an address of the Honorable the House of 
Commons, dated 21st June, 1842 :—-"' For return of the number of - 
Convicted Persons who died in each year, 1840 and 1841, before 
the expiration of their sentences, in Prisons, Hospitals, and all other — 
places used for the reception of Convicted Persons in England.” 


. 184Q, , 1841 
Felony sus sah caw al Felony .....+..008 
Misdemeanors... 44 . Misdemeanors ,, 39 
Other Offences, . 38 H Other Offences,, 28 

Total 331 Total 371 
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